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of Mr. Baxter's Life, 7 


* 
2 . 


and Times I confeſs I was no a 
little concerned to find ſuch" accuſa- 

ions brought againſt Conformity to © | 
the Church of England, and efpe= .. 


* 


3 Mipifterial Conformity. This 1 
concern led me ſeriouſly and impar- ff 
tially to examine whatever I found "I 
there alleged ; which, 1 thought was 
a duty I owed to my 4%½% and my Cn 
| Þrivate peace and ſatis faction. And "oj 
4 VVeare natural * think that 3 
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what appears very ſarisfactory to our 
ſelves, may poſſibly bring ſatisfaFion 
to the minds of others ; ſo I was wil- 


ling to hope (but not upon my omn 
judgment only) that a fair 9 05 
ſentation of thoſe arguments, ich 


ſeemed fo convincing to my felf in 
this cauſe, might prove uſeful to ſome 
others; and help to remove their pre- 


i judices, and recommend Conformity 
to them. With this view 1 firſt drew 


up theſe apers in this form; and 
now publiſh part of them to the VVorld 
for theſe two ends. 

Firſt, To vindicate the Totiform- 
in Clergy, y vindicat ing the Terms 
- q their Conformity to theChurch of 
$ nglandfrom all falſe repreſentations, 

and object ions that have no juſt found- 
ation. Mie who ſeriouſly conform 
as Miniſters to this Church cannot 
te willing to be accounted what no 
EEE W to be; and cannot 
9 5 be 
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be content to ſit down, and ſuffer vur © 


practice to be repreſented as a com- 


plication of the blackeſt and moſt un- 
| pardonable . crimes. We owe ſome- . 
thing to our own reputation as we are 
Men; and more as we are Mini- 
ſters: as the ſucceſs of that great 


charge We have undertaken depends 


very much upon it; and as. the blemi- 


Hes that are caſt upon it, reflect a diſ- 
NY -onour upon Religion it ſelſ. If thoſe 


accuſations which Mr. Calamy hath 
brought againſt Miniſterial Con- 


_ - formity be received as built apon good- 


reaſons, the conſequence will be, that 


We muſt be accounted guilty of as 


many and great crimes as it 1s well 


poſſible for: any men to be guilty of. 
I do not ſay that it was this Author's 


deſign in reviving theſe heads of Non- 


conform ty, to leſſen the reputation, 


or blacken the character of any of his 
Neighbours : for I have too good an 
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5 them to ae Minifterial Con- 
formity a fin of a very high nature : 
which indeed it muſt be, if theſe re- 
preſentations be reaſenable. It cannot 
therefore, be thought an unbecoming 
| 4 Ls attempt, to endeavour to.convince the 

q world that they are not reaſonable ; 

that ſo the reputation of a whole foe . 
4 ciety of Men may not ſu Her unjuſtly 


in the tendereſt point 1 mean their . 


EF - Honeſty and Integrity. 
= Secondly, What I farther propoſe. 


= by the publication of theſe Papers is, 

J ſatisfe thoſe who ſtull continue to 
diſſent from us. I mean ſuch of them 
as Mr, Canin, and to, e 27 Y 


f ; 
» 
28 a 
4 : 1 
| * << E 
f f 
$ 


* * 3 * * >. 4 
8 92 
9 = OTE 
5 T.. 
e 


The Preface. 
5 *. 08 eee 3 f 5 


pa Wi thoſe wbo are at a greater 


countable. ſoever it appear, it cannot 


but become us to do all wecan for their 
ſatisfact ion. For if w think they are 


very much to blame in continuing 5 


their ſeparation, We cannot but hear- 


tily wiſh they would unite with us. 


And if we beartily wiſh this, We 


Falle inflt or trengh over them 


4 — 
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but endeavour to convince them; to 
remove what we judge to be prejudi- 

ces, and to ſet things in a due Light 
before their eyes. This is what F 


have attempted : and there is ſome- 


what both in the principles and pra- 
ctice of theſe perſons, which ſuffers ' 


me not to think it altogether an hope- 


Jeſs attempt. "A'4 + a ; 
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| Caufſe he pleads in a peculiar manner: 

whoſe ſeparation, tho not accompa- 
nied with ſuch violence and heat, yet. 
carries along with it more of myſtery, 
and is more unaccountable than the, \e- 
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what advances towards peace can we make, 
while we are producing what muſs incenſe 
us againſt one another? One would think 
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it were time nom to ſuffer the paſſions of Men 
to cool, and to addreſs only to their reaſon 
,! I LE TS 
And it is to the Reaſon and Judgment 
of Men I here appeal, regarding nothing in 
Mr. Calamy*s Book bat the 'Tenth Chap- 
ter, and nothing in that but what refers to 
the ſlate of the Caſe as it is at this time, in 
which only we are concern d; nothing but 


what he himſelf, at the end of the Ninth 
Chapter, calls the Stable Principles upon 


which Nonconformity is ſtill bottomed. 
I may have occaſion in the other part of this 
Reply, to take a little farther notice of 


ſome other parts of Mr. Calamy's Book : 


but only ſo far as they are likely to diſturb 


the minds of his Readers, and prejudice 
them againſt the Church of England. But. 

I have nodeſizn of leſſening the ſatisfaition 
any perſons may have in thoſe good characters 
fo freely beſtow'd on one ſide ; or thoſe bad 
 eharatters, and little inſinuations caſt upon 
the other. Let Mr. Baxter be what he 
pleaſes, and other Men who oppoſed him, 
what he thinks'fit to make them, Let the 


„ ejected 


A 88 
ejected Miniſters 2 1662 be, in all Mi. 
niſterial abilities, much above the ſeveral 
hundreds which Mr. Calamy tells us had 
been ejected before by the Parliament. I ſee 
not how this concerns the Queſtion which is 
only this, Whether ſeparation from the 
eſtabliſhed Church be neceſſary. And 
ſince this is the only point between us of any 
great concern, it ought to be managed with 
the moſt artleſs ſimplicity; and not cum- 
ber'd with what is apt to hinder a great 

part of the world from judging aright in 
it. I believe I could produce 'a Catalogue 

of above two thouſarid, excellent in Learn- 
ing and Piety, who thought it not unlaw- 
| ful to compiy with the Terms of Miniſteri- 
al Conformity: and none of them either 
wild Enthuſiaſts, or Ignorant Mechanics. 
And ] could offer ſome reaſons why this ought 
to be accounted a better argument for Con- 

formity, than the Catalogue ejected 
Miniſters is againſt it. But indeed this 
would ſerve for nothing but to amuſe the 
S Reader, and divert his mind from the . 
main Queſtion. I am certain I have here 
endeavoured to avoid whatever may do ſo; 
| and therefore I can ſafely ſay that I write 
ot to perpetuate the diſpute; but to 
R „ „ E 1 | bring 


oe 
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bring it to 4 good iſſue , if poſſible," by 


| offering what may tend to the Jatisfaition 
of thoſe', in mhoſe power it is to put 4 
conſiderable ſtop to it. 


* Throughout the whole 1 have ftrifth 


' obliged my ſelf to ſay nothing but what ap- 


peared to me truly fitted*to the purpoſe: for 


which 1. produce it. And in all that I 


have alleged I have had only. a regard to 
what appeared reaſonable, and true, and apt 
to ſatisfy any perſon concerned. If it be ſo, 
I am not at all ſollicitous about any thing 
farther. ] deſire it ſhould ſtand or fall as 


it agrees or diſagrees with Reaſon, and the 


Goſpel: and accordingly, I ſhall be very 
Free to defend it, or very ready to retradt 


it. F in ſome inſlances I ſeem to ſore 
not rigid enough, and to others too ri- 


gid ; I deſire it may be remembred, that my 


buſineſs was to conſider the Terms of Con- 


formity as they are in themſelves, not 4s 
this or that perſon deſires they ſhould be. I 


hade endeavoured to deftud them as they are, 
but I have not dared to alter them npon my 
own authority, either in order to make them 
appear more odious, or more agreable to the 


Diſſenters. I could never permit my ſelf 
ta have any part in ſetting them at à great- 
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er 8 fene Qtrdecls) a 8 58 
other band, I ſhould judge it but un odd, 
and very 72 way to win upon them, to 


repreſent the Terms of Conformity more 
according to their wiſhes, unleſs ] could per- 
ſuade them to believe that they were rug 
what I repreſent them to be. 

What Errours there are in the ſtyle (for 
that there may be ſome, I am ſenſible) I hope 
are ſmall; ſuch as will not diſturb the ſenſe, 
or hide the force of the argument ; ana theres 
Pore pardonable, 
4 The following Poſtſcript is aided, 
anſwer to that in Mr. Calamy, and to Marky 
the world how eaſy it is to write ſuch Adver- 
tiſements. Indeed I have altered the ſtate 
of the Queſtion at the beginning of it; be- 
cauſe it is ver) evident from ever) Book 
pabliſhed in the Gauſe, that the Controver- 
47 between the Conformiſts and the Diſſen- 
ters is not, Whether the eſtabliſhed 
Chureh be perfect; but, Whether ſepa- 
7 5 from it be necellary or reaſona- 
b 

I have nothing more to add, bat my re- 
queſt to the Reader, that He would br ing 
an honeſt heart along with him; and my 


PO? to 08; that he would 2 . 4 bleſ= 
. ug 
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the increaſing peace and unity amy 4 Chri« 
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lere being ſome who may be willing 
I. 270 ſearch into the bottom of that an- 
| happy Controverſy that bath been depending 
almoſt ever ſince the Reformation, between 
the Aſſertors of the Unreaſbnableneſs f 
Separation from the Eftabliſh'd Church, 
= and thoſe who have atted upon the Oppoſite 
principle, and pleaded a neceſſity of Sepa» 
ration from it: 1 have been deſired in order 
to their ſatisfaction, to point out thoſe Writ= 
ings of the Former which may be judg d to 
contain the ſirength of their Cauſe. In 
compliance with which deſire, I recommend 
the following writings to the peruſal of the® 
C OG © nn %%% 
Hooker's Ecclefiaſtical Polity, © 
John Balls Friendly Tryal of the Grounds 
A ³ WW 
Bradſha w'; Unreaſonableneſs of Separa- 
tion. 1640. 1 eG 
Rathband' Grave and Modeſt Confuta- 
| t:0nof the Browniſts. 1644. 
A Letter of many Miniſters in Old-Eng- 
land to others in New. England. 1637. 
|  Brinſley's Arraignment of Schiſm. 1646. 
Separation Self-condemnd in anſwer to 
Mr. Jenkins. — mm 


* 


1 


Rob. FORE? Ref 3 ad Colonna. 
Dr. Stillingfleet's Sermon 'of the Mi ſebief 


; of Separation. 8 


Dr. Still e s wege. ol 
. ee ae 

Dr. She clock s Defence of: it. 

Dr. Claget's Anſs wer * the M; jab 7 
0 ons: 7: 15111 D 252 

Dr. Falkner's 1 ks Ecke ae IC 

A Collettior of Caſes, and other Diſcour- 


: ſes; Written to recover Diſſenters to the 
Communion ef +he Church F England, 


by ſome Divines . the 855 of London. Is 
Folio. R : 
Mr. Bennet's Abridgnont of theſe Caſes ; 
——Diſcoarſc of Schiſm. © SIS 
* need not add any more. He that will | 


| be at the pains to peruſe theſe, er. that 


the Aſſertors of the Unreaſonableneſs f 
Seperation have much to ſay for their 
Cauſe ; and little reaſon to be troubleſome. 
to the N orld, by. repeating their arguments 
as often as ſuch as love Contention think 


fit to renew the Pleas for Separation, that 


have been / 0 yo way e n 45 8 b 
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1 A view of the whole Deſign S page 1.4.35: . 


* I. A Defence of the Terms of Miniſterial Conformity. | 
{ - The firſt of the ſcrupled Terms of Miniſterial Confor= 
mity pr opoſed, VIZ. Epiſcopal Ordination. P- 4. | 1 


A Conſideration premiſed „„ P. 33 
Reaſons why this may be inſiſted on. from p. &, to p. 18. 
An Objection taken from the invalidity of all the Miniſtra. 
tions of the Diſſenting Miniſters anſwer d p. 18, 19, 20. 
Another from the Succeſs of their Miniſtry p. 20, 21 
The Reſult of whar hath been ſaid n!! be 
The ObjeRions of the Diſſenting Miniſters againſt Epiſcopal | 
Ordination. conſider d]... *£ 

1. OH. from the Peace of their Conſciences „ 
2. Obj. from the Credit of Foreign Churches p.24 3 
2. Obj. from the Scruples of their People. p. 25, 26, 27. 
The Summ of the Argument F 
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The Second of che 8 Thaw of Miniſterial 3 
y, propoſed, viz. The Declaration. of Aſſent and 
Conſent, and the . . p- 29 · 
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10 Obj. om the Comprehenſi win of the . 8 
claration anſwer dd from p. 30. to p. 36. 
That this Aſſent, and Conſent, can be only to the 5 of 
the Common-Prayer-Book, proved 8 
. From the expreſs Words 17 the A# of Parl. p. 36 37. 
2. From the Authority of Dr. Bates, and other Noncon- 


e | p. 28. 
3. From the Fm of Law-Deeds, and Publick Declarati- 
_ Bo Sy* 
Of the Subſcription required 5 „„ 42 


The Principal Objections of the Diſſenting Miniſters a- 
| \ gainſt this een and Subſcription. 
I. oh. taken, from the Doct ine of real Bana! Regenerati- 
on, and certain Salvation conſequent thereupon, implied i in 
the Office of Baptiſm, and the Rubrick following it. 
r p. 44, to p. 32. 
'n Oh. taken from the De of Godfathers and note, 
m. B. f to the Excluſion of Parents. from p. 52, to p- 56. 
m. IV. V. O3) raken from the Impoſitions, viz.” the 
3 = requiring Sponſours, and the Vſe of the Graſs. at Baprsſm, 


Il and Kxec/ing at the-Communion; propoſed: p- 56. 

| 7 An Anſwer to Welt cela againſt the = of he. mm 
F— premiled p. 3 

TH 1. Obj. againſt it, viz. The Miſunderſtandings of the 

ear and Injudicicus p- 58. 

= = 2. Obj. that it looks | as if Baptiſm were not complete 

THY woithout iir NF. 39. 

3. 0%. That it bemelb 4. new Sacrament. p-. 60. 

El 4 oc, Becauſe the P Papiſtn we. it after a. ſuperſtitious == 
N Manner Þ 64 


— Pha 


* * the. inpoling Sponſours, the cr, and Kneeling, and 


: : : 12 ; the 
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85 BY them Terms of Communion. 


The Caſe argued in the name of the Retainers upon their L 
oY : Principles p. 86, 87. 


1 Contents. | 


1. Thar the Biſhops have as much burly: ro preſcribe I 
theſe, as other Tings which are not ſerupled, 

from p. 67, to p. 76. 

That theſe are no more New Terms of Commnnion than 

rhoſe others with which They would comply. p. 76, 77. 

A farther Defence of the Governours of the Church, upon 


their own Principles p. 77, 78. 

An 00. from the eee Penalty annexed, con- 

_ ſidered pi. 79, Bo. | 

Another Argument upon thei: own Principles p. 81* 

An Obj. taken from the Number of Ceremonies that may 
be brought in by this means. © p. 82, 83. 

Of the Retaining theſe Impoſitions d Bas 33. 


That St. Paul ſaith nothing againſt ſuch Impoſitions in 
” 7 14th Chap. to the Romans. p. 88, to 96. 
3. That Mr. Baxter's Practice, and the Practice of the 43 
Independents, is for, and nor againſt ſuch Impoſit ions. 
p. 96, to 103, I 

VI. O5. Becauſe this Mert and Subſeription, would 
be an Approbation of thar Aſſertion, that Biſhops, Prieſts, | 
and Deacons, are three diſtinct Orders in the Church, by 
Divine eee anſwered. p. 104, to 112. 
Their Objections of leſſer Conſideration, Aganit this Becla- 

ration, Tg Subſcription, 


1. Oby. taken from $a Burial Office. p-. 112, To 122. 
2. Obj. taken from the Rule to find Eaſter-day. p. 122 
3. Obj."raken from the Apocryphal Leſſons. p. 123, to 129, 
4+ Oh. raken from the Miſtranſtation of the Fyalter. p- 
3 129, tO 132 


3. O. taken fem the Athanafian Creed. : 


| thanafi: 1 
6. O5. taken from the Rubrie in the Confi maticn Office. 
J I © OE 
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F The Third of the Serupled Terms F Miniſterid 3 
mity, viz. The Oath of Canonical Obedience, and the 
xd nie of . ence © to the ee cr. propoſed, 


P. 135. 


e Miſtakes obſerved in os - wing up 2 this Objetion, 
136. 
The Qccafi jon and Ae of the Oath enquired into, 


p- 137, to 141. 
I. 0bj. That this Oath carries With it 4 plain Obligation 
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ty, anſwered, 3 p. 141, to 149. 
The Parallel between the Oath of a Fuſtice of Peace, and 
this Oath conſidered. * 1 150- 
2. Obj. Becauſe the Epiſcopal Government is managed by 
. Chancellour's Courts, Gc. anſwered, p. 152. 
The Interpretation of this Oath here laid Own, and their 
8 Inter pretation of it, compared, p. 153, 154. 
Of the Obedience due to ann Canons 2155s 


| Conclakon, | . 159: 


PART I 
Hy HE Deſi Eu of this Part propoſed, vin. 


An Anſwer 5 
II. To the Arguments . in Defence of the Pub- 
- tick Miniſtry of the Diſſent ers. | 

III. To the Arguments propoſed in Vaudicatin of the 


e Laity. P · I, 2, 3. 


AP the Argument propoſed In. Defence of their Publick 
Miniſtry 
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The Contents . 
Mi niſtry, drawn up together, ſo that they may be ſeen at ons 
3 3J3ͤ $60 RO 
1. and 2. Arg. taken from their Ordination-Vow, and the = 
- guilt of Sacrilege, conſidered, pi. 10, o 1, 
3. Arg. taken from the guilt of Cruelty, and ruining 
Souls, by their Silence, and from the Entreaties of their 
People, confidered | p-. 15. 024. 
4. Arg. taken from the Doom of the unprofitable Servant, 


— 


conſidered. | p 8 27-" b 
5. Arg. taken from the Neceſſities of the People, and the 
Mant of Proviſion in the Eſtabliſhed Church. p. 27, to 33. 
6. Arg. taken from the In/uffciency of ſundry of the Eſtab- 
liſbed Miniſters, conſidered. pP. 34, to 47: 
7. Arg. taken from ſome Paſfuges of Scripture that intimate 
the Duration of the Miniſterial Office. p. 47 © G.. 
8. Arg. taken from ſome Paſſages of Scripture that pledade 
for the Neceſſity of Preaching when the Magiſtrate forbids. 

- - conſidered, _ . 5 
9. Arg. taken from the Duty of Praying that God would 
ſend Faithful Labourers into his Vineyard. p. 64. to 67. 
Some farther Obſervations at the Concluſion of this Head. 
Ree. „ „ 
An Enquiry how far theſe Arguments can vides their |} 
Ordinations, ſince the 4c of Uniformity, p. 69, to 72» 


"x 
= 
1 


All the Arguments propoſed in Vindication of the Diſſent= 
ing Laity, drawn up together. P. 74, to 77. 


Some ſerious Reflexions upon the Manner of Writing 
in this Controverſy, _ Pye: $1... 

1. Arg. in Defence of the Diſſenting Laity, taken fromthe + 
Benefit they had found by the Labours of the Diſſenting 
Miniſters, conſideredl, I p- $1; ro 885. 
2. Arg. taken from the Injury done to the Ejected Miniſters, 

and the Inhumanity of forſaking them. p. 83, to 92. 
3- Arg. taken from the Cauſe in which n 

VVV W onery 
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The Contents. 
niſters are engaged, viz. the preſſing 4 farther Refor- 


WE anſwered in 5 Particulars. R 92. 
. Thar they may Conform, and yer not torſake this 

| Caſe p. 94. 
2. That they communicate with Churches which need 
a farther Reformation as much. „ 97. 

3. That to ſeparate in order to this End, is not a defen- 
ſible Thing. p. 103. 


Some of the Conſequences and ci reumſtauces of Separa- 
tion and Conformity', compared, and an Argument 
drawn from thence. p- 106, to 117. 

4. That this Separation, and their W in it, is not 
a kel ey to obtain a farther Reformation. p. 117, 


pat 
- ws — — 
K ed - — 0 <> —— — — — et = == 2 
— — . oY oy TY ne 2 — FR... — — - —— — — — — — —— — — an — — 
—— — . 2 . er Pr EE OI / ᷣ —— U — : — 
e FP r r 7 in rr e 25 F F 12 e 
5 5 Fo En AG J r 1 2 * 5 7 — 75 Te. 7 P., * 7 8 $ #2 Ls * 8 ro * 
1 8 5 * . 3 "XA 


| to 132. 
14 5. That this Argument ET make Separation always ne- 
| | cafary.... p. 132, to 139. 
[ | A Recapitulation of rhe Anſwer to this Arg. p- 139, to 
1 5 142. 
| 3 arg- taken from the Hur of the Dsſſenting Miniſters. 
65 13 P · 142, ro I47. 


3. Arg. taken "Soc 1 Right to 6515 their own Paſtors, 
* anſwered in 5 Particular. 

1. Thar this Right may, according to themſelves, be re · 

ceded from, upon ſome Conſiderat ions; and chat there 

are fureront Conſiderations in the Eſtabliſhment. 12 

148, to 151. 

85 That in thoſe Pariſhes where this Right is continued, 

there are more Diſor ders, and more Diſſenters, con 
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in others. 
3. That the Conſtitution cannot BY ſo PEN l. ch FEM 
5 every Chriſtian ſhall be under the Paſtor He likes beſt. 
| _ 153. 
4. That Mr. Baxter's Directions to his People, LN im- 
= ps that they oughr not to put this Right in OR, 
ut upon. ſome Conſiderations only. p-. 156. 
5. Thar the e in a Pariſh where there is an 
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 Ung ualified Miniſter are not in 2 def] perate Condi 1 


A Recapitulation. p. 161, 162. A 
An Anſwer to the Queſtions 8 in the Tit h Chap- 2 
tor of the Abridgment, upon this Head. p. 163, 164. 

Some material Queſt:ons propoſed, upon this Head. p. 165. 
6. Arg. raken from the Pins of Diſei pline in the Church. 
P. 167, to 172. 
7. . . raken from the Seraptes of many of the People. 


: | | | P. 173, to 179. 


The 1 of the Di ſſenters, to prove the Unlawfulneſs 
-— Of Conſtant Communion, from the Circumſtances attend. 
ing it; notwithſtanding the Material Lawfulneſs- of it. 


* 


% 


conſidered, and anſwered unter theſe two Heads. 
1. Thar the Circumſtances they have fixed upon Conſtant 
Communion, either do not attend upon it; or, if they 
do, that they do not make it unlamful; and that the 
like Circumſtances attend upon their Occaſi onal Com- 
munion, and their Separation. p. 183, to 211. 
2. Suppoſing ſome inconvenient Circumſtances do attend 
upon Conſtant Communion, thar,” beſides ſuch Cireum- 
ſtances, much worſe do unavoidably attend upon Sepa- 
ration, and make it much more unlawful. p. 21 1, to 213. 
An Argument for the lamfulneſs of Conſtant Conformity, 
norwirhſtanding the C:reumſtances that attend it, drawn 
from the like Circumſtances which attend ſuch a Compli- 
ance with the Diſſenters, as they inſiſt upon; which yet, 
do not make it, in their opinions, unlawful. And a Pa- 
rallel run between the Denial of Communion, on one 
ſi de, and the Denial of Abatements, on the other. p- 
214, to 224. 
An Argument drawn from the Experience they have had in 
40 years Separation, how unlikely a method this is of 
accompliſhing their End: And. anot her, taken from the 
Glory of a Compliance, for the ſake of Peace, with thoſe 
who refuſe to ap with them. P 22. . 
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niſters are engaged, viz. the preſſing a farther 2 

Wy” anſwered in 5 Particulars. p. 92. 
x. Thas they may Conform, and yet not torſake this 
- 9 

2. That they communicate with Churches 1 

A4 farther Reformation as much. . 

3. That to ſeparate in order to this End, is not a defen- 

ſſiible Thing. p. 103. 

Some of the Conſequences and ci jreumſt ances of Separa. 

tion and Conformity, compared, and an Argument 

_ _ drawn from thence. pe - 106, to 117. 
4: That this Separation, and their Behaviour in it, is not 
a like act ro obtain a Farther Reformation. p. 117, 

to 132. 

5. „ Thar this Argument EN make Separation always ne- 
er.. p. 132, to 139. 

A 9 of the Anſwer to this arg. p- 139, to 
. 

8 45. taken from the Duty of ihe Diſſenting Miniſters. 
oh pP 142, to 147. 

3. arg. taken 7955 their Right ta chuſe their own Paſtors, 

' anſwered in 5 Particulars. 

1. Thar this Right may, according to chemſelves, be re- 
ceded from, upon ſome Conſiderations; and chat there 
are Hafen Conſiderations in the Eſtabliſhment. | p. 

5 148, to 151. 
2. That in thoſe Pariſhes where this Right is continued, 
there are more Diſor ders, and more Diſſenters, than 

in others. 151 

3. That the Conſtitution cannor by: ſo ordered, that 
| every Chriſtian ſhall be under the Paſtor He likes beſt. 
152. 

4. Thar Mr. Baxter's Directions to his People, — im- 
| pits that they ought not to put this Right in practice, 
ut upon ſome Conſiderations only. p. 156. 

5: Thar the Parifptenors in a ge where there is an 
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 Unualifed Ae x are not 10 a a deſperate bed = 
tion. Ns = pe 1 59. 1 

A Recapitulation. p. 161, 162. 
An Anſwer to the Queſtions projohe in the TE Chap- 
ter of the Abridgment, upon this Head. p. 163, 164. 
Some material Queſtions propoſed, upon this Head. p. 163: 
6. bg. raken from the Want of Diſei pline in the Church, © 
P. 167, to 122 
7. . 4 . taken from the Seraples of many of the People. 


1 | | - P. 773, a 179. 


The 3 of the Oi ſfenters, ro prove the Unlawſulneſs 
of Conſtant Communion, from the Circumſtances attend- 
ing it; notwithſtanding the Material Lamfulneſi of it, 
conſidered, and anſwered uffer theſe two Heads. * 

1. Thar the Circumſtances they have fixed upon Conſtant 
Communion, either do not attend upon it; or, if they 
do, that they do not make it unlawful ; and thar the 
like Circumſtances attend upon their Occafi onal Comm 
munion, and their Separation. p. 183, tO 211 

2 Suppoſing ſome inconvenient Circumſtances do attend 
upon Conſtant Communion, that, beſides ſuch Circum- 
ſtances, much worſe do unavoidably attend upon Sepa- 
ration, and make it much more unlawful. p. 21 1, to 213. 

An Argument for the lawfulneſs of Conſtant Conformity, 
notwithſtanding the Circumſtances that attend it, dra m 
from the like Circumſtances which attend ſuch a Cempli- 
ance with the Diſſenters, as they inſiſt upon; which yet, 
do not make it, in their opinions, unlawful. And a Pa- 
rallel run between the Denial of Communion, on one 
fi de, and the Denial of Abatements , on the other. p- 

| 214, to 224. 

An Argument drawn from the Experience they have had in 

40 years Separation, how unlikely a method this is of 
accompliſhing their End: And. anot her, taken from the 
Glory of a Compliance, for the ſake of Peace, with thoſe 
who refuſe to cochply with them. p. 224, 225; 
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Of the Seripture-notion of Schiſm, and the thongs of 
the Fathers about it. P-. 226. 


That the Moderate Nonconformiſ a are 8 by Mr. 
„ | „„ 226, FP 230. 


That the Separation from the Church of Rome, was not 
founded _-_ ſuch Principles as theirs. p. 230. 


The Conclufi on. p- 231, 232. 


4 dvertiſement. 


Serious Admonition | to Mr. Calamy, oc- 
caſioned by the Firſt Part of his Defence 
of Moderate Nonconformity. By Benj. Hoad- 
ly, M. A. Printed for Ti. Childe, at the White 
Hart in St. Paul's ee ö 
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1 Repreſented 0 the 
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Disszvride MIxIs TER 


mean ſoever they el 
ſelves, that I need not uſe ma- 


ny Words to engage you to receive them 
With all Caxdonr and 
one, who ſincerely deſire a greater Uni- 
gon amongſt Esgliſh Proteſtants than we 


REASONABLEN 


E a 


83 


* * 
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ooaneſs. 


So ol 
Ca 

2 

I 

1 * . 


I am 


are 


be in them - 


The . Resale 


are yet arrived at: And tho the method 
in which 1 now propoſe to do ſomewhat 
towards this, be perhaps not the moſt 
agreeable to your Wiſhes ; Yet, it muſt 
be acceptable to you, as You profeſs your 
ſelves willing to attend to, 2 offers that 
are made this way, and ready to con- 
form, if your Objections can be fairly re- 
moved. 
© Now the Reaſous, onwhich your whole 
Cauſe is built, I find collected by Mr. 
Calam in his tenth Chapter of the Life of 
Mr. Baxter: And they are thought to be 
there repreſented with the utmoſt force, 
and after the m6ſt\convincing manner 
poſſible. The beſt method therefore I 
J oy . of to 3 my D 80 in, will 
2 this: 


e Obieftion IRE oy 


vang d againſt, the Terms of Miniſter 
| e ee in our Church. un 


II. To thew, that the TO ere 
propoſed, ; in defence of your Selves, are 
* not ſuſficient to juſtify your Separation, 
even ſuppoſing thefe Terms of 1 
nd Gonformity to be regol. . 


: 1m. To 


WE 


IH. To Cate er is childs offer'd 
for the Vindication of the e La- 

fhys iN 

. N gl Le [deſire it may beremembred that 
I confine my {elf to the preſent Times; 

and ſpeak to thoſe of You who continue 

to ſeparate from the Church, for e 

> oo e there on eee 


Fr 1 ſhall conſider thoſe: Terms of Mi 
ſerial Conformity, which are there re- 
preſented as Unreaſonable. _ 
Nov, of the five Terms there produ- 

ced, there are but three which are at 
preſent the Terms of Miniſterial Confor- 
mity in the C hurch of E And W 

are theſe. LED | | 


| 4 They that wil miniſter] in our Charch 
muft 50 ordain'd by Biſhops. i 


II. They mlt declare their unfeigned 
Mes and Conſent, to all and every thing . 
contain d, and preſeripd, in, and by, the 
Book of Common? Prayer, and adminiſtration 
of the Sacraments and other Rites and Cere- 
"monies of the Church of England: together 
with the Pſalter; and the Form and manner 
. making, ordaining, and oy en" of 


B32 1 


£ 


- : * % , : 


The Reaſenableneſs 


" Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons. | They mult 
| Likewiſe make an equivalent Subſcription. 
III. They muſt take the Oath of Ca- 
nonical Obedience, and Swear Subjection 
to their Ordinary according to the Canons 
n thous py edit ba 
I. They that will Mznifter in this 


Church muſt be ordain'd by Biſhops. The 


Church of England is indeed an Epiſcopal 


Church. We think we can demonſtrate 
that in the Primitive times the admini- 
tration of Eccleſiaſtical Affairs was in the 


Hands of Biſhops, who had Presbyters 


ſubject to them ʒ that as the Apoſtles main- 
tain'd a ſuperiority over the Presbyzers of 


the Churches they conſtituted, ſo upon 


occaſion of their abſence, they ſettled o- 


thers in this Saperiority; that as theſe 
thus ſucceeding theApoſtles had the pow- 
er of Ordination committed to them, ſo 
their Succeſſours in the following Ages 
claim'd this Power as their Right, and 


look d upon Ordination to be their Office 


in the regular Courſe of Things. No 
wonder then that we require all that. 
come into the Mzzi/try, to come in at 


this Door, which we think open'd for 


that purpoſe by the Apoſtles, Nor do I 
find that any of the Objections You here 
: ; 1 | : urge : 
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of ConrorMITY. 


urge againſt this do ſignify, that Or di. 


nation in the regular courſe of Things, 


ougnht to be adminiſtred without Biſhops. 
But all that is objected is a difficulty a- 


riſing from your having been before or- 
dain'd without Biſbops, which Ordination 
you cannot renounce, as you muſt do, in 
effect, if you ſubmit to Epiſcopal Ordinati. 
on. Taking it, therefore, for granted 


becauſe I find nothing alleg d againſt it, 


that regularly Ordination is not to be ad- 
miniſtred without the Biſbap, I ſhall 
1. Give an account why this is inſi- 
ſted on. | N 
2. Anſwer your ſcruples againſt com- 
plying with it, as I find them expreſs d by 


Mr. Calamy. Premiſing only this, that 


ſince moſt of You came into the Mini- 


ſtry fince the reſtauration of Epzſcopacy, 


and therefore have brought this difficul- 


ty voluntarily upon your ſelves, refuſing - 


wittingly and conſiderately either to con- 


form as Lay-mer, or to be ordain'd by Bi- 


ſhops, it ſeems a wonder to us that you 


ſhould not be more willing to ſubmit in 


this Point, and to make ſome recompence 
for this notorious neglect put upon the 


Epiſcopal Office, than to ſearch out Ob- 


jections againſt it. Much more do we 
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The lee ablent 1 


find reaſon to wonder, that inſtead of 
recommending Laj-Conformity to ſuch. 


| whoſe Conſciences could heartily approve 


of it, and an Education in another way, 
you ſill continue to adviſe, prepare, and 
ordain others to the Miniſtry ; by that 

means laying what you account an inſu- 
perable difficulty, which would others 


Wiſe be wanting,inthe way towards ſuch 


an Union as you ſay you deſire. Pardon 


us, if we cannot think, that this practice 


18 aprecable to chat defire of Peace and 
Concord you expreſs, which feems to us 


as if You rather deſir'd to prevent it, un- 
leſs it could be brought about wholly i in 


your own way. But J return : 
1. To give ſome account why this 
Re-oraination is inſiſted upon, and pro- 
poſe ſome reaſons why it may be ſubmit- 
ted to. Now the reaſonableneſs of inſi- 
ſting upon this appears from this one pro- 


Poſition, the truth of Which to us is plain, 
acknow ledgꝰ'd by Mr. Banter, and not in 


the leaſt call d i queſtion in any of your 
res ſonings on this Head, vis. I hat Epiſ- 


See * 4 copal Ordination is the regular orderly Ordi- 

*  bridgnent nation ſetled in the Church of Chriſt. This 
1 Sow being fo, as Mr. Baxter judges (in his aife 
. mw Po 4 with 5. W that the end why 


1 


* — K ws Z — b * es * 8 2 * * 4 4 

1 4 oft £ n R n * wet, 1 ; \ FF” % ga cans 8 — > 2 * 

7 bn 5 CES PF. W * . n ? \ n * i — 2 5 9 8 e n * "ih, 8 2 r OY * _ 
BONE” R * 9 * r * e TEE G 3 R i . of 

q * 4 " - 3 7 4 81 0 K — p - -* I Fu % 
W - Le BY I ” C > hat n . n * 7 1 K Nr 9 a cot ot - . 4 E. Y « 2 * * 4 2 ” 
I > * ba, 20000 * N * n * >> w 7; W 2 8 . IE * 0 1 
7 1 * þ 2255 75 . * at e : g D I RI "Ic 1 ” * 2 N IL 
, 3 r RN e Ee Ro N 4 x4 Ts) 
” > oe „ 2 2 « 0 
4 * t 2 5 * ; 


— 


ef CanroRMIEY = 
me are obliged to ſeek Ordinat iqn rather from. 
au Eccleſiaſtical Officer than from a Mag i- i 
him for, order ſake, and to prevent Intruſions WW 
and Abaſes; ſo we argue, that the Reaſon 
why we are obliged to ſeek Ordination 
from a Biſhop, rather than from Presby= 
ters without a Biſhop, is becauſe God hath 
appointed Him for order fake, and to pre- 
vent Intruſions and Abuſes ; And becauſe 
the going out of this ſetled way, tho? it 
be into another which poſſibly might pre- 
vent Intrafions and Abuſes as well, were it 
the ſetled way, gives too much encou- 
ragement and too much room for Iatru- 
ſians and Abuſes, As we think with Mr. Ibid. 
Baxter that Neceſſity only can anſwer fur the 4 
irregularity of Ordination; ſo we think that "I 
Where there is no neceſſity, or when this 4 
neceſlity ceaſes, God gives noencourages 
ment to ſuch deviations,” and a Regular 
Ordination is to be ſought for: 'Fhat, theres | 
fore, it is not the ſolemnit) of the work, the 
care taken, the fitneſs of the Perſon, the faſte 
ing and Prayer, that can excuſe the neglect 
of this, or be accounted ſufficient with- 
out this: becauſe this is the method de- 
liver'd down to us from the Apoſtles 
times, and the departing. from-this tends 


+I BOT 


we ſuppoſe that Almighty God ſupplies 
the want of it, when no neceſſity can be 
pleaded, becauſe He fs the God of Order, 
and not of Confuſion. We judge with Mr. 


Baxter, that Perſons (let them be never ſo 


well qualified) are to ſeek an orderly admiſ- 


| ſion, and make other s the Judges of their qua- . 


lifications : And imagining our method to 
be the orderly and ſetled method from 


the Primitive Ages, where we ſee it ne- 
glected, when there is no neceſſity, we 


think in Juſtice, we cannot acknowledge 
thoſe who depart from it approved of 
God in ſetting apart themſelves for the 


Miniſtry. We dare not think that He 


allows ſo great a neglect caſt upon the 


Order ſetled in his Church; and we dare 
not in our Conſciences give any encou- 


ragement to a method which has diſu- 


nited a whole Nation from their Biſbops; 
and ſuch an encouragement as would be 


in effect, an acknowledgment that God 
approves of 1rregular Ordinations upon no 


neceſſity, and would tend to introduce 
Mill more and more Irregular Ordinatiaꝝ 
when ever any neceſſity ſhauld be pre- 

. tended. This we dare not do, and tak- 

ing this ta be your Caſe, that you have 


neglecded 
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r CONFORMITY... 
neglected the way ſetled in the Church; 
and, when no neceſſity urged, put your 
ſel ves into the Miniſtry in another man- 
ner, we cannot think it hard, that you 

ſhould receive Orders in a regular way. 
This will indeed be an acknowledgment 
that you have been in an errour: but 
ſurely this conſideration will not weigh 
more with good Men than the Univerſ- 
al good, and the ſervice you may do by 

giving ſo publick a teſtimony to Order, 
and Inſtitution, and fo great a ſtop to ir- 
regularity and confuſion. Upon the whole, 
We think that, according to Mr. Baxter, 
We may inſiſt upon this; nay, and ought, 
as long as we are an Epiſcopal Church. 
For it was his opinion. (as is plain from 
the occaſion of that Paper I have now re- 
fer'd to) that nothing but neceſſity can 
excuſe thoſe who neglect Epiſcopal Ordi- 
naion; and that their Irregular Ordinati- 
on, when there is no neceſſity for it, is not 
approv'd by God. I confeſs this argument 
ſuppoſes You to have no zeceſ/ity laid up- 
on you, which I ſhall now ſay ſomewhat 
to. You know it is an eaſy thing to 
plead neceſſity, and there is no end of 1rre- 
gularities, if any Neceſſity be admitted but 
what is mpſt apparent: for it is _ 
FF 
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The a Reaſonableneſs 5 


| only that God can be ſaid plainly to re- 


quire Men to go out of the Common 


Way, or to approve their ſrregular Pro- 
ceedings. And if you can prove that a- 


ny ſuch Neceſſity was laid upon You to 


have recourſe to irregular ways, I promiſe, 


for my part, to believe that God approv'd 


| pow ordination, and does approve it as 


ong as that neceflity laſts. If Lou can- 


not, We cannot believe it, and are in 


conſcience bound not to prevaricate, and 
caſt the greateſt reflexion imaginable up- 
on regular Ordinatioaamn. 
Let us now, therefore, conſider whether 
there be iſuch an undeniable neceftty for jour 
Belp; whether the ſafety of the Church be at 
Stake, and the Salvation of Men's Souls; 
or whether there be any other reaſon ſuf- 
ficient to juſtify your irregular Proceed» 


ing. And give me leave upon this to ask 


You theſe following Queſtions. 
Are the Terms of Miniſterial Conformi- 
fy {o unreaſonable in the Church of Eu- 
land, that very many Conſcientious, Uſe- 
ful, Judicious, Pious, Excellent, Labori- 


ous Men have not conform'd, and do not 


daily conform as Miniſters? Mr. Baxter 


acknowledg'd, and all muſt acknowledge, 


there are, and have been many ſuch Men. 
| — Are 
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ef CoNroRMITY. 


Are there any means neceſſary to the 
Peoples Salvation wanting in the Church 


ef England? Is there not à pious, and uſ&. 


— 


ful Letargy to aſſiſt their publick Pevo- 


tions? Are there not Chapters out of 
God's Word ev'ry day read to them? 
Is not the whole Will of God declared to 


them? Is there any thing in the admini- 


ſtration of the Sacraments, contrary to 
the main deſign of the Goſpel, or deſtru- 
ctive of Salvation? 


« 


e chigg, plainly declared 


to be the duty of a Miniſter in the Goſ- 
pel, and ſuch a Duty as is neceſſary either 
to the preſervation of the Church, or the 
Salvation of Mankind, that a Minifter in 


the Church of England cannot legally do? 


Cannot He exhort, reprove, be inſtant, 
inſtruct, admoniſh in private and in pub- 
lick, and refuſe the Holy Communion to 
any ſcandalous Chriſtians?  _ 

If there be any thing elſe You imagine 
convenient, which He cannot do, Is it {a 


neceſſary, that the State of Chriſtianity, 


and the Salvation of the People depend 


upon it; ſo neceſſary, that you are oblig - 


ed to be ordain'd after an irregular man- 


ner to make your ſelves capable of per- 
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The Reaſonableneſs. 
Or, Is this the reaſon you put your 
felves into the Miniſtry , becauſe there 
are very few in the Church of England 
that take any care of Souls; and that 
there is great occaſion for your help? If 
it be, why do ye officiate where there is 
no fuch occaſion for you ; where no want 
of the means of Salvation can be pretend- 
ed? Or, if you ſay there is need ev'ry 
where of all that will labour in the Mi- 
niſtry, Conſider whether this will not be 
a plea for the moſt unqualified in the 
world; and give occaſion, whether You 
will or no, to the greateſt irregularities 
imaginable : for where can we {top in ir- 
regularities, if we juſtify thoſe for which 
there is no abſolute neceſſity? 7 
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Bouppoſing the Terms of Epiſcopal Or- ” 
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dinat ion unreaſonable, Can the good you 
propoſe to do in an irregular way, coun- N 
tervail the miſchief of ſuch irregularities; | 
taking into the account, on one ſide, the 
good you could do in your private Capa- 
Cities,if you remain'd Lay-mez; and, on the | 


other ſide, the dividing Principles, the 
Heats, the Uncharitableneſs, the Indecen- 
cies you encourage, and propagate, whe- 
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- of CONFORMITY, 
Or, Muſt you be ordain'd to the Mini- 


r for the benefit of thoſe amongſt. the 


People who cannot ſubmit to the admi- 
niſtration of the Sacraments Deng 
'to the Uſe of the Church of England? An 


are you forc'd to this irregular way, on 


this account? If this were truly the rea- 


ſon, you would certainly preſs conformity 
upon thoſe who. can ſubmit to. it ; You 
would receive and encourage no ſuch ; 


you would help in the removal of thoſe. 


prejudices and groundleſs ſcruples, and 
teach them how to tolerate what they 
cannot amend ; and, agreeably to this,you 
would receive none but ſuch as had in- 
vincible objections againſt Communion 
with our Church: but not ſeeing a Practice 
correſpondent to this plea, we cannot 
think this to be the true Reaſon. But if 
it be, we deſire you toconfider, whether 
you do not by this give too much coun- 
tenance to a contempt of all Eccleſiaſtical 
Authority; whether do you not give too 
much encouragement to thoſe who ſepa- 
rate from us with the rankeſt uncharita- 
bleneſs; and receive and cheriſh thoſe 
who rail at our whole worſhip as 1dola- 


| FO Antichr i/tian, Popiſh, and intoleras 
bie; or, whether it be fit, that they who _ 
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The Reaſonableneſs 
think ſuch Prejudices groundleſs, ſhould 
be ſo fond of adding life and conti- 
nuance to them, as, rather than not do 
it, to tranſgreſs the order ſetled in the 
„„ d V 
The Queſtion is, what neceſſity is 
there for your Ordination in the Mini- 
ſtry? and when you have thought of this 
neceſſity, ſee if the ſame neceſet) may not 
be pleaded for farther irregularities ; ſee 
| If ir might not have been pleaded in all 
ages of the Church; and conſider he- 
ther ſuch anwarrantablè Ordinations do not 
. tend to the contempt of all Iuſtitutions 
and Ordinances, as we judge they do. 

_ Theſe Queſtions, and ſuch like, conſide- 
red, and anſwer'd with all the feriouſnefs 
the ſubject requires, if they do not ſatiſ- 
fy you, yet they will ſerve to give you 
ſome account why we inſiſt upon Epiſco- 
pal Ordination, and dare not give ſo open 

an encouragement to 50 Bate as you 
,, gs 

Epiſcopal Ordination (lays Mr. Baxter) 
is to be fought for; and where there is 
not an abſolute neceſſity God does not ap- 
prove of irregular Ordinations : 1 00 
| | You have not a neceſſity (as we judge) 
Do abſolute and fo apparent, as will juſtify 
Ei „„ 


* 
* 


emen 
that neglect you have put upon the ſet- 
led Order of the Church, and the irre- 
gular method you have taken; | 


Therefore, we dare not act as if we 

| d had approv'd your Ordina- 
tion, till you ſhew us this manifeſt and 
' undeniable neceſſity; and fo dare not ac- 


thought Go 


knowledge you Miniſters without Epi- 
„ oo 2 EIS ot 
And we judge it very hard, that 2h18 


ſhould be number*d amongſt the unrea- 
ſonable terms of Miniſterial Conformity; 


when we think the whole point is, whe- 
ther the other terms be unreaſonable, and 
ſufficient to juſtify a ſeparation, or no. 


For, if they be, and it can be prov'd; this 


will prove ſuch a neceſfity as will juſtify 
Irregular Ordinations, and demonſtrate 


that God approv'd your Ordination: But 


if they be not, then no ſuch neceſſity was 
laid upon you; and it cannot be prov'd 


that God approv'd your Ordination, or 
that it is hard for you to ſubmit to a re- 


gular Ordination. 


And we deſire you to conſider, whether, 


whilft you argue againſt this under the 
general name of Diſſenters, you do not 
argue for manyTIgnorantMechanicks,who 
cannot properly be faid to have had any 


ori- 
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The Reaſonableneſs 
ordination but a pretended inward Call; 
and for a great number of men, of whom 
Mu.ͤr. Baxter complain'd long ago that they : 

9 made too light of Ordination. 
u. One thing more Iam led to ſay upon 
this Subject, and that is, ſuppoling there 
was a neceſſity of ſeeking Irregular Ordi- 
nations, ſuch a neceſſity as aroſe only from 
the badneſs of the times, when Biſhops 
were pat down in England, which we are 
allowed by Mr. Calamy to think was the 
caſe of the ejected Miniſters : yet this ne- 
ceſſity could juftify the Ordination no 
longer than it laſted; and when they 
were reſtor'd, the Ordination was null, 
and another to be ſought for in a regular 
way. This I ſay, ſuppoſing this truly the 
| caſe, and the irregular practice grounded 
1 only upon this reaſon : and this Mr. 
| Baxter leads me to, by the parallel in- 
ſtances. He produces in his Paper about 
regular Ordinations. They are theſe, In 
an aſſault of an Enemy,. and the abſence of 
4 Commander, an eperienc d Soldier who 
has no commiſſion may ſupply the place of 4 
Commander. The neceſſity anſwers for 
the zrregalarity, while the neceſſity laſts. 
But would He be acknowledg?d a Com- 
mander, if, when there is no neceſſity, He 


. ſhould 


P. 121. 
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' procure a Commiſſion from the King, 
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Gemen, 
ſhould till pretend to that office without 


another Commiſſion in a regular way? 
Neceſſity gives a man a Licenſe to practiſe 
Phyſick, in an extraordinary caſe, and when 
He can have no Licenſe in a regular way. 
Has He therefore a Licenſe to practiſe 


when this neceſſity is gone, or does that 


Licenſe which neceſſity gives laſt any 


longer than the neceſſity it ſelf? - 
At a time when it is impoſſible to 


luppoſe any Perſon, upon the manifeſt 


bars 1 of that pen ſhould take up- 
Deputy of Ireland; that 


on Him to be Lor 
neceſſity would make all his acts valid 
whilſt it laſted: but when He could have 
a formal Commiſſion from the Xing, and 


would not, is it fit He ſhould be ac- 


knowledg'd as Governour? or, Is the Pow- 


er, which neceſſity convey'd to Him, af- 


ter that to be obey d? As, therefore, in 
theſe caſes, Vece ſſity gives a Commiſſion to 
theſe Perſons, and we allow of this necſ- 
ſity; as they have as much power to act 
upon this neceſſity as if they had a Com- 


miſſion in the moſt regular way; and 


as they cannot be acknowledg'd to act by 
Commiſſion when they may, but will not, 
have it in a regular way, and the neceſſity 


* ceaſes 
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Tube Reaſonableneſs _. 
ceaſes: ſo let it be in the caſe before us. 
A real neceſſity gives you a Commiſſion 


whilſt it laſts: and they remain valid be- 
cauſe they depend entirely upon the Pow- 
er you had at the time they were done, 
and not at all upon the Power you have 


neceſſity is gone; you have no more pre- 
tence to Power and Authority, than the 


I ſee not what can be objected here, 


Authority in what you do now; and do not 


and refuſe it; why do we not inſiſt upon 
the rebaptizing of thoſe who are bapriz'd 
by you c.? why do we allow your acts 


which Mr. Baxter furniſhes us with a re- 


dead, and one ſhould ſo counterfeit the Rings 
Hand and Seal, as that the Nobles and Peo- 
ple could not diſcern it, and ſhould annex 
this to a grant for the Place, and ſhew it 
to the People, and claim the Power by it 


2 


to act, and to go out of the regular way. 
Izhis neceſſity makes all your acts valid 


afterwards. But if you refuſe to take out 
- commiſſions in a regular way, when that 

Perſons in the Caſes before-mention'd. 
unleſs it be this. Since we allow you no 


think that God approvesof your Ordinati- 
on, now you may haveEpi/copal Ordination, 


valid now we grant no neceſſity? to 


ply. I the Lord. Deputy of Ireland were 
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. of ConrorwiTyY. ; 
F this man continue the exerciſe of this 
Power for a Tear before the deceit be diſ- 


cover'd, all his attions muſt be valid as to 
. the benefit of the Common- wealth, tho they 


are treaſonable to Himſelf. From which 


it is plain, That, as the Honeſt People 
ought not to ſuffer for the treaſon of 
their pretended Governour ; ſo God will 
take care that the truly honeſt People ſhall 


receive no hurt for the fault of others ; 


that, as the Ring may approve of the a- 
ions themſelves, as they reſpect the Peo- 
ple; and yet not approve of the perſon's 


pretenſions to his authority; ſo Almighty 


God may approve of the actions of 
Miniſters as they reſpect the honeſt and 
well-meaning People; and yet not approve 


at all of the Miniſter, conſider'd as ſuch ; 
that, as the Governonr's actions were valid; 


tho? He had really no commiſſion; ſo the 


actions of a miniſter may be val d, an d 
yet his Ordination no proper Ordination; 


which was the thing I deſign'd to prove 
from this inſtance. Indeed Mr. Baxter 
ſeems juſt before, to lay it down for 4 
truth that if the actions are not null, nei- 


ther can the ordinations. But, if this in- 


ſtance do not plainly prove the contra- 
ry, I confeſs J cannot underſtand it, v. 
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The Reaſonableneſs 
that the ordination may be none at all, and 
jet the actions not null. For it is the in- 


ſtance of one who has no commiſſion, but 


is guilty of Treaſon in what he does; and 


yet the People are not to ſuffer for this, 


becauſe it was impoſſible for them to diſ- 
cern it; and ſo his actions are not null: and 
yet He muſt have a realCommiſſion from 
the Ring, before He can act in that poſt 


again. The parallel to thisGoverzoar and 
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his People, is the Miniſter and his People. 


As the Governour has no authority, and 
yet his acts are valid; ſo the Miniſter. may 
have no authority from God on his part, 
and yet his actions may be valid as to the 
people ; Almighty God not permitting 
them to ſuffer for the fault of others. 
This too may ſerve to give ſome ac- 
count of the bling of Heaven attending 
hour ſacred Miniſtrations, which you ſeem 
to us, to ſpeak of too often ; becauſe if 
this may be allowed as an argument that 
God approv'd your ordination, all parties 
in the World will claim it; and the moſt 
irregular will plead it, and patronize un- 


der it the greateſt irregularities imagin- 


able. Pray conſider this, Here is a pre- 
tended aggiernour with no Commiſſion ; ma- 
ny of hisactions are perhaps for the good 


© 


* 5 , of 
; ” * 8 
: 5 ** 


f ContzorMITy. 
of the Common · wealth; and yet this is 
no argument that he had a Commiſion, or 
that the Ning approv'd of his acting in his 
name. 80 here, The Actions of a Mini- 
ſter may be for the good of many honeſt 
| Perſons; and yet this is no Argument 
that God approves his [rregalar Ordina- 
tion. The Bleſſing, whenever it is, is a 
reward to the Honeſty of the well- mean- 
ing People; and ought not to be interpre- 
ted as an approbation of the Authority of 
the Miniſter: as the King's permitting the 
actions of that pretended Governour to be 
valid, is due to the Honeſty of the People 
who could not find out the deceit; but can- 
not be thought an approbation of the pre- 
tences of that Perſon, who was guilty of 
Arie in counterfeiting his Hand and 
. F apes 0. 
Ihe reſult of what I have ſaid is this. 
Thoſe of You who were ordain'd by Preſ- 
| d&yters, without Biſhops, becauſe Epiſcopal 
„ Ordination could not be had (Which Mr. 


% 


I Calamy gives us leave to take for the true 
reaſon) we acknowledge to have had a 
. realOrdination;and your Authority to have 
5 laſted as long as that neceſſity laſted; and 
— cConſequently, all your Accs valid, even as to 
= the authority of them; this eceſſity ann 
K them ſo as effectually as if you had hac 
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Tube Reaſonableneſs 


= regular Ordination.But when that neceſſity 


ceasd, we dar'd no more acknowledge an 
authority founded only upon a caſe of ne- 
ceſſity, without a regular Commiſſion, when 


it might be had, than we dare acknow-- 
ledg him to be truly the Rigs Vicegerent, 
who, becauſe, in caſe of abſolute neceſſity, 
he had the command of a country without 
aà regular Comiſſion, therefore when he can 
have this regular Commiſſion, refuſes to take 


it. Thoſe of you who have ſince the re- 


eſtabliſnment of£piſcopacy refus d either to 


conform as Laymen, or to enter into the 
Miniſtry at this Door; after our moſt ſe- 
rious conſideration, we cannot but judge 


to have put an open, and viſible neglect 
upon Regular Ordination, without an ap- 
parent neceſſity; giving occaſion by this 
means to more grievous Irregularities. 
And, therefore, tho? we think your Acti- 


ons valid, through the mercy of God, to 


honeſt and well-meaning People; yet we 
dare not ſay that God approves your Or- 
dination in a way we take to be irregular; 


nor can we conſent by our actions to give 


encouragement to ſuch Doctrins as this, 


That Regalarity is not to be regarded, mheu- 
ever any Perſons will pretend a neceſſity : 


forthither this tends, how little ſoever 
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8 of ConrorMITY. » 
you deſign it. Conſider this, and ſee if 
there be no reaſon why you ſhould com- 

pluy in this point;atleaſt, if there be no rea- 
| ſon for us to requeſt you not to go on to 


lay this unneceſſary bar in the way of 


- 


Others. 


2. Having thus given ſome account of 


the reaſons of what we require in this 
point, I will now conſider thoſe Objecti- 
ons I find offer'd in your Names againſt 
it. Amongſt which I do not find any tak- 
en from the unreaſonableneſs of Epiſcopal 
Ordination; or any thing faid againſt 
it; but all that is objected is drawn from 
that unhappy circumſtance of an Ordina- 


Ys 


fore be not ſatisfactory, to remove theſe 
Scruples. What I find urg'd is compre- 
hended under theſe three Heads. : 


1. The Peace of your own Conſciences. 


2. The credit of the reformed Churches a- 


broad. 3. The Scruples of your own Peo- 
ple. For, as to nultifying your paſt Ordina- 
tions, Thope, I have ſaid what is ſufficient. 

1. As to the Peace of your Conſciences, 


we are not for perſuading You to act a- 


gainſt your Conſciences ; to prevaricate 
or play with holy Things. But, if what J 
have laid down before be true, that an ir- 
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tion before. And this being ſtill the caſe, 
J ſhall endeavour, if what I have ſaid be- 
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@ - The Reaſonableneſs | 


there is no abſolue neceſſity; and; ſuppo- 
ſing there was an abſolute neceſſity, that 
it laſts no longer than that neceſſity laſts; 


5 to {eek it in a regular way ; becauſe, ac- 
=_  _ cording to this reaſoning, You are whol- 
= ly-unqualificd to act as Miniſters without 


= conlider, if this be not a fair and reaſo- 
nnable Account of the Matte. 
2. 4s to the Credit of the reformed Chur- 
— 4 ches abroad, we think it no Preſumption, 
= as we cenſure not them, who in a Cale of 
= neceſſity went out of the ordinary me- 
- thod, ſo to expect they will not cenſure, 

us for not approving Irregularities, when 

there is no ſuch neceſſity for them. And 
wee judge that you your ſelves Act as you 


judge ſo, till we ſee you remove, alter, 


1 which the Reformed Churches abroad 


= their Practice. Nor do we think you 
= _ wouldallow it a good Argument for our 


 « Reformed Churches abroad of the ſame O- 


regular Ordination is none at all, when 
here can be no Playing with Holy Things, 


it. And we preſs it upon you ſeriouſly to 


= _- think juſt and reaſonable, without that re- 
= gard to them here pretended; and ſhall 


= . Aand reform ev'ry thing amongſt you, 


= diſprove, either in their Declarations, or 


inſiſting upon this, if we could produce 
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pinion with us in this Point, unleſs TO + 
were otherwiſe convinc d. 

3. As to the Scraples of your People, we 
defire toknow; whether you will allow it - 
a good Argument for our inſiſting upon 
this, that if we ſhould admit Yon into the 


Miniſtry without it, this will raiſe end. 


beſt Scruplesin the Minds of our beſt and 


moſt underſtanding People; to ſee Men ad- 


mitted, and acknowledg'd as Miniſters, 


who have, without an abſolute neceſſity, 


as they think, departed from the ſetled 
method of Ordination, and wilfully ſought 


irregular Ordinations. Now ſince We, as 
well as Joa, have this Plea ; is it not more 


fitting that this Plea ſhould be laid aſide 
than urg'd as an Argument againſt Vs? is 


it not more becoming, on each fide, to ar- 


ve from the reaſonableneſs or anreaſon-. 
Auen of the thing it ſelf, than from the 


Scruples of the People ? 'unleſs perhaps 


it be worth while to enquire, whether the 
Fcruples on the part of Regular Ordinations 


be not to be much more regarded, than 


the Scruples on the part of Irregular Or- 


dinations. We deſire you to conſider 


whether, if you your ſelves were faricfied 
of the reaſonableneſs of this, You have 


not e enough upon your People 
; T „ 
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to this, becauſe the thing is unreaſonable; 


8 1 | The Reaſonableneſs EY 


ZÞ to perſuade them againſt anreaſonable ſcru- 


| have prevented! Now, if you cannot agree 


why are the People's Scruples pretended? I 
the thing be reaſonable, and yet not tobe 
done becauſe it would raiſe Scruples in the 
People; then it is a good argument for not 
doing a reaſonable thing, that it will raiſe 
ſeruples in others. But this we hardly think 
to be your opinion, becauſe this would be 
laying a neceſſity upon your ſelves very 
often of acting unreaſonably : and alſo, 
becauſe we conceive your practice to be a- 
gainſt this. Nothing can raiſe more end- 


leſs ſcruples in your people, than Occaſional 


* 


to turn themſelves; and perhaps have 


Conſciences a little, and furniſnthemſelves 


ples. A thing, which if you had ſeriouſly. 
undertaken, how much good might you 
have done! how much Evil might you 


Communion with a Church, from which 
you have made a formal Separation, They 
A been filPd with amazement and un- 
_ eaſinefs, and have not known which way 


been induc'd by it to ſtretch their own 


with diſtinctions, againſt they ſhould 


have occaſion for them. And the reaſons 


for this conduct, if I remember right, are 
declared to be ſuch as the People are hard- 


77; - A ¶ᷣ [..... % ] ... , add. nas . 


of CONFORMITY: 


ly capable judges of: and yet the demon- 


ration of your Ne, Charity to thoſe 
Tou . from, is baue to be, 


in your opinion, of more account than the 


ſcruples of your People. Nay by this con- 


duct you do the very thing! Which you 
are afraid of doing, if you ſhould ſubmit 
to Epiſcopal Ordination. For by this you 


lead the poor people to think that this e- 


Parat ion is not neceſſary 5 (as you acknow- 
ledge your ſelves) and, therefore, that 


there was no neceſſity for you to ſeek 
Ordination in an irregular way; and, 


therefore, that your Ordination is not ap- 


prov'd of God, but is null; and, therefore, 


that your miniſtrations are invalid. When 


you can reconcile this Occaſional Commus. N 


nion with the neceſſity of a Separation, in 
their opinions; and remove their ſcruples 
on this account, by plainly convincing 


them, that conſtant Communion may be a ſin, 
where occaſional Communion is ſo far from 


being a ſin, that it is a duty); then I will un- 
dertakeè to remove their {cruples on the 


other account; and make it as plain as 


the light to them, That your miniſtrat ions 
may be valid as to them, aud yet your Or- 
Ai nat ions null. In the mean while, we 


think it a reaſonable argument, If the 
1 «5 „ 2275 es 2 N 5 Scru- | 
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» Scruples of the People ought not to hinder 


you from ſhowing your Charity,in a way 
which raiſes ſcruples in them; The ſcru- 
ples of the People ought not likewiſe to 


hinder you from ſhowing your regard to 


Regalarity and Order, in a way which 
raiſes ſcruples in them; and ought not, 
therefore, to make up one of your Rea- 
ſons againſt Conformity in this point. 
Thus much may ſuffice for the firſt Head. 
And in all that I have ſaid upon it, I only 


take this for granted, that Epiſcopal Ordi- 


nation is the regular Ordination, which 
your reaſonings under this Head give me 
leave to ſuppoſe. From whence it fol- 
lows, that your Ordination is irregular. 
From hence J argue, that, as long as we are 
an Epiſcopal Church, and as long as we ima- 


gin your Separat ion, and your irregular Or. 


dination unneceſſary, we cannot (accord- 
ing to Mr. Baxter's reaſoning) acknow- 

ledg your Ordination ſuch as God approves 
of; we mult not, in conſcience; give any 


encouragement to Unneceſſary irregula- 


rities; and, therefore, hope weare not to 
blame in inſiſting upon Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nation. To conclude this head, As you, 


if you were perſuaded that your Ordina- 


ton in an irregular way was unyeceſſary, 
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could not but own that God did not ap- 
prove of it; and, therefore, could not but 
ſubmit to a regular one: ſo We, while 


we think it ſo, cannot poſſibly but think 


that God diſapprov'd it; and, therefore, 


cannot but inſiſt upon a regular one, be- 
fore we acknowledge You truly Ordain'd. 


II. The Second of thoſe Terms of Mini- 
terial Conformity which you cannot com- 


ply with is this, that Miniſters muſt de- 
clare their unfeigned A ßent and Conſent to 
all aud evry thing contain'd, and preſcrib'd, 


in, and by, the Book, Intituled the Book of 


Common Prayer, and Adminiſtration of the 
Sacraments, and other Rites and Ceremonies 


of the Church; together with the Pſalter or 


| Pſalms of David; and the form or manner, 
ef making , ordaining and conſecrating of 


_ Biſhops; Prieſts and Deacons. And. they 


muſt alſo (and that Ex animo) ſubſcribe 
theſe Words, I bat the Book of Common- 
Prayer, and of Ordaining Biſhops, Prieſts, 


and Deacons, containeth in it nothing con- 


trary to the Word of God : and that it may 
lawfully be uſed : and that they themſelves 


will uſe the Form in the ſaid Books pre- 


ſerilbd, in publick Prayer and Adminiſtra- 


tion of the « Sacraments, and no other, 


That the ſubſcribing this ex animo, i. e. 
” OG | fincerely 
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= 2 The Reaſonableſs _ 
= —& + ſincerely, and heartily, ſhould be eſteem'd a er 
Y Grievance, is, I confeſs, a ſtrange Thing. th 
But theCharch Iſee, is ſure to be found fault 
with both ways. If this Subſcription had 
been requir'd without this; then the An- 
ſwer would have been, we dare not ſub- 
ſcribe this, becauſe we cannot do it ex ani 
mo, and are afraid of Stretching our Conſcien- 
res, and playing with Subſcriptions and Oaths. 
And yet now the Subſcription is required 
to be ex animo; this very thing is reck- 
on'd amongſt the Circumſtances that add 
to the unreaſonableneſs of it. e 
I be firſt thing I find objected that con- 
cerns my preſent deſign, is the Compre- 
henſiveneſs of this requir'd Declaration, ag- 
1 with ſuch Hardſhips, that I will 
= be bold to ſay, If we uſe all other public 
= Declarations after the ſame manner, it is 
= — impoſlibleto comply with any one; and 
pl vet (in my opiniomaggravated ſo unhap- 
= Þpily, as to expoſe and betray even your | 


on deſign in aggravating it. 5 
For your Comment upon, the form of 
this declaration is this, Words could ſcare? ä 
be devis'd by the wit of man more full; and | 

more ſignificant , whereby the Miniſters 
might teſtify their higheſt juſtification, and 

commendation, of every point and ſyllables 
rn . EE: 
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every Rite and Ceremony, every matter aud 
thing contain d in the whole Book, and in every 
page and line of it. In which words 1 
' verily think, you effeQually confute the 
thing which you would eſtabliſh: and to 
theſe words I appeal, and to every unpre- 
judic'd perſon who can read them, if the 
wit of man could not have devis'd words more 
full and ſignificant of this approbation you 
mean, than the words in which our Aſſent 
and Gonſent is to be declared. For I think 
fie your ſelves have. And let any one 
but compare theſe two ſentences together, 
one of which contains what the Act re- 
quires; and the other what you ſay it 
requires; and then let him judge whether 
they be the ſame. The words of the 
Ac are theſe, Jou ſhall declare your uns 
feigned Aſſent and Conſent tothe Uſe of al! 
things in the ſaid Book contain d, and pre- 
ſcriÞd in theſe words, I do here declare 
my unfeigned A ſſent and Conſent to all 
and every thing contain'd and preſcrib'din 
and by the Book intituled &c. Your way 
of expreſſing it is this, Tow ſhall declare, not 
only your conſeut to the uſe of this Book, but 
your aſſent to the truth of every propoſition 
contaimd in the Prefaces, Rules, Rubrics ; 
and. Prayers in this Book, in theſe _— — 
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> FiITW F , F 
and condemnation of every Point and 


Syllable, every Rite and Ceremony, e. 
very matter and thing, contained in the 


| whole book, and in every page and line 


of it. I need not ask the Reader whether 
there be no difference ; and whether the 
latter be not ſome what more than an in- 
terpretation of the former. But what 
follows is much worſe than this.. 

I little thought indeed from fome parts 
of Mr:Calamy's Book; from his ſevere te- 
flexions upon. any that have treated the 
Nonconformiſts after the ſame manner; 
from that great regard to Peace, Truth, 
and Decency, He every where profeſlſeth;.] 
little thought, I ſay, to meet with ſuck 
Stuff (quoted out of an Authour ſelected 


for that purpoſe) as He knows in his con- 


{cience is nothing to the argument He is 
upon:and only tends to vilifie and ridicule 
the Commony-Prayer Book, and Strengthen 
the unreaſonable prejudices of the multi- 
tude againſt it. But how ſeverely ſoever 
He reflect upon others; yet, He himſelf, 
in treating of pablick declarations, cannot 


Fforbear | (as he expreſſes it) tranſcribing 


from one private and unregarded Au- 
thour, a paſſage, becauſe it is admirable 


for 


7 
WO. 


of Conformity. 
far its peculiarity; and cannot forbear to talk, 
as if it was requir'd in theGharthof Eng land 
to believe that &ry tittle of the Common pray 
er Book was dictated by the Holy Ghoſt;and as 
if the Poor Nonconformiſts had been ejected 
for not having the Spirit of diſcerning this. 
_ You cannot take it amiſs if I expreſs 
my ſelf with ſome Heat upon ſuch an oc- 
caſion; becauſe theſe things ſer us at an 
irreconcilable diftance from one another; 
and it may juſtly be demanded of you; 
either to diſcountenance ſuch practices a- 
mongſt your ſelves, or elſe to allow and 
approve them in others as well as your 
felves. For J leave it to you to confider 
if this be juſt. This perſon (give it you; 
as near as I can, in his own words upon a 
hike occaſion) having met with a weak paſ- 
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ſage of One Conforming Miniſter, produ- ment P. | 


ces it for matter of Reproach + and having 559 
found ſome crude and unmeet expreſſions 
Arop'd by a private Perſon, he brings then 
forth, eſteeming him to ſpeak as fooliſhly as 
he could deſire, and only ſuch ſilly things as he 
knew he could eaſily ſhame: And thence he ar- 
gues againſt approving, or being fond of, the 
Common=-Prayer Book;as if a man ſhould go to 
prove theWorſhip of Chriſtians or Proteſtants 
' | fooliſh, bee = there are ſome weak gp” 


A * 
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to be found among ſ# them. This method of 
arguing is too much ſuited to the Humours 
of thoſe, who not. only hate the Conformiſts, 
bat are deſpiſers, and deriders of all ſerious 


Worſhip and Devotion, who are hereby 


confirm d in their contempt and ſcorn of 


Worſhip and Devotion in general. Or, If 


Hie rather chooſe the reproof of Sir Ma- 


them Hale, than his own; He may find 
it in the ſame page, and He will eaſily 


ſee how to apply it to himſelf. And 


how much more juſtly it belongs to 


this Author, than to that per ſon on whom 
hae hath fixed it, will appear, if we conſider 
the difference of the two caſes. For it is 


one thing to expoſe what is very weak 
and ſilly; and thence to argue againſt that 


only which is founded upon What is fo 
weak and ſilly; and another thing to pro- 


duce what is weak and ridiculous, as an 


argument againſt what is not ſo. It is 
one thing to gather together the follies 


of many Perſons, and to expoſe only theſe 


follies; and another thing to bring forth 
ridiculous ſtuff out of one neglected Au- 


thor, and from thence to argue againſt 
being fond of a Book, out of which no ſuch 
ridiculous Stuff can be quoted. This in- 
deed is exactly (in Mr. C's own words) 


as 


1 


of ConrormiITyY. ' 
as if one ſhould argue apainſt Chriſtianity 


from the weakneſs of ſome who have defend- 


ed it; but, how the expoſing the weak- 


neſſes amongſt ſome of it's profeſſors can 


be ſo interpreted, I cannot fee. For if 


there be reaſonings, and expreſſions, that 
deſerve this way of treatment; and this 
be often the moſt ſucceſsful way of hand- 
ling them; perhaps the good that it may 


do one way, will countervail the miſ- 


chief it can do another. And I find ve- 


ry wiſe and ſerious perſons, your ſelves, 
and your own advocates, as well as others, 


of this'opinion ; if we may judge by their 
practice. I have ſeen the ſilly reaſonings 


of a Popiſb Advocate expos d, even when 


they concern d the grounds of Chriſtian- 

ity: I have ſeen the follies of ſome con- 
forming Preachers made ridiculous: and 
both as I thought, not with any diſadvan- 


tage to the common Chriſtianity. And if 


there be ſome, the grounds of whoſe 
| Nonconformity are {0 weak, as you ſeem 
to grant i . why may not theſe be thus 


2 


treated, ſo long as what is not ſo ridicu- 


lous be not expoſed for the ſake of what 
is? Expoſe theſe Quotations, you have 
here made, as much as you pleaſe, it will 


neither offend us, not hurt our cauſe; but 
D 2 rather 
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rather help to put an end to ſuch ridicu- 


lous arguments: but do not produce 


them as arguments againſt Aſſent, and 


Conſent; or againſt approving the Common- 


Prayer Book, in which there 1s not the 
leaſt ſhadow of any thing like them. 
This is what comes under the cenſure of 
all good Chriſtians. This is falſe Logick, 
as well as anbecoming; profeſſedly teachin 


men to think ill of what is good, for the 


ſake of what is bad. Pardon this digreſ- 
ſion: Icould not help taking notice of this 
ungrateful and unſeaſonable paſſage, as it 
came in my way. What J have ſaid is not 
to be taken, as if I delighted in ſuch a way 
of writing: but only as oppoſed to one, 


who hath been ſo ſevere upon others, and 


yet hath ſo ſadly offended himſelf. I now 
return with much more willingneſs to en- 
deavour your ſatisfaction in the point we 


are now upon. And, in order to this, I 
mult entreat you to conſider, 


1. That we are commanded to con- 


nne this Aſent, and Conſent, to the uſe of 


all things contain'd, and preſcrib'd,in this 


Book, by the expreſs words of the Act it 


fſelf; and forbid plainly by it to reſer the 


Conſent to the ſe of all things, and the 
Aſtent to the truth of every propoſition, 


as 
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as you do; as plainly forbid as we can 
be. For the Act it ſelf applies both theſe 
* wordsto the «/e, and the «/e only; injoyn= 
ing the Miniſter to declare his Aſſent and 
Conſent both, to the uſe of all things in this 
Book. Whoever, therefore, declares his 
Aßent to the truth of every propoſition. 
in it, and his conſent to the aſe of every 
thing preſcrib'd in it ; tho? he do not do 
more than he himſelf may think lawful ; 
yet He certainly does more than this AF. 
requires, and muſt be at ſome pains to 
reconcile it with the intent of the Act 
plainly declared. You ſhall declare both 
your Aſent, and Conſent, to the uſe of all 
things in this Book, ſays the 4&# expreſ- 
ly. No, ſay ſome, Rather than we will 
* do this, we will make a difficulty here, 
and fay that we are required to Conſent 
to one thing, and Aſſent to another. By 
what authority, I pray you, can this be 

done? You can plead no foundation for 


- this in the intent of the Act, as far as 
f it is declared; becauſe that determines 
8 one as well as the other, Aſſent as well as 
t Conſent, only to the 2½ of the Book. So 
© that the Act does not leave you at liber- 
e ty, if you would never ſo fain, to make 


1, this declaration in your hard Senſe ; for, 
Er * "3 
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it requires you not to do it, but to give 
both Aſent and Conſent to one thing, e- 
ven the «ſe of this Book. Now We en- 
treat you not to perſiſt in creating more 
difficulties than there really are. And 
that what I have ſaid upon this head may 
have the more effect, I ſhall propoſe to 
you, a 
2. The Example of Dr. Bates, and ſun- 
ary other Nonconformiſts, to the number of 
Twenty; who took an Oath that they would 
not at any time endeavour any alteration in 
the Government either in Church or State, 
as ſoon as ever the Lord Kyeper had de- 

_ clared openly , that by Endeavour was 
meant Unlamful Endeavour. The Lord 
Keeper then did in effect ſay thus to them, 
You ſhall Swear that you will not unlawfully en- 
aeauonr an alteration in Church or State, in 
theſe mords, Iwill not at any time endeavour 
any alteration of the Government either 
in Church or State. And the Att of Uni- 
formity ſays, You ſhall declare jour Aßßent 
and Conſent to the uſe of all things in this 
Book, in theſe words, &c. If, therefore, upon 
the authority of one ſingle perſon, thneß 
_ thought it reaſonable to confine the word 
endeavour to Unlawful endeavour ; much 
more muſt they think it reaſonable, 1 1 . 


. 
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all to one 


tho* there be ſome ſmall difference in 
their fignification, to renouncè and abjure, 


f of ConrorMITY. | 
the authority of that Ac it ſelf which re- 
e this declaration, to apply both A/ 


= 


ſent, and Conſent, only to the «ſe of this 
Book. In the one caſt 
the opinion of one learned Lawyer that 
it was meant fo ; In the other you are left 
at no liberty, but are abſolutely determin- 
ed by the very Parliament that made 


you have only 


the AF, that it was meant fo. But J ar- 


gue further, ſuppoſing the Act it ſelf did 


not determine both Aſſet and Conſent to 


the 2 of the Book, yet 
3. The nature, manner, and form of 


all Law-deeds, and publick declarations, 
require this way of Intrepretation, and 
condemn the other. This is drawn up ac- 


_ cording to the manner of our Law, in 
which nothing ſo common as to gather to- 
gether words of very littleor no difference 


in their eee and to apply them 
hing. Thus, to give and to grant, 


and theſe very words Aſßſent and Conſent, 
with a hundred other different Terms, are 
found to be applied to one and the ſame 
thing. And, therefore, if the 47 had on- 


ly ſaid, you ſhall declare that you agree 
to th uſe of all things in this Book, in 


D4 theſe 
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theſe words; yet I ſhould have thought it 
much more > reaſonable, from the conſtant 
form of expreſſing ſuch declarations, to 
have applied both words to one thing; 
than to have argued the contrary way, 

fromthe uſe of twodifferent words. And, 
. therefore, had not the A# done it for us, 
we think it needs no evaſion, or diſtinction, 
to determine both Aſent and Conſent to the 


55 of the Common. Prayer Boot; to the uſe 


of all things contain'd in, and prcſcrib d by 
it. But the Act has really done it for us. 
Suppoſing, therefore, that ſome of the 
t{t promoters of this Act had evil and 
pernicious deſigns ; yet ſince it is a moſt 
| Uſual thing in our Legal Forms to apply 
two or more words to one and the ſame 
thing; and ſince we are all agreed that 
dne of theſe words ought to be applied to 
the uſe of this Book; I think we may, 


without the leaſt violence to the words, 
or our own Conſciences, apply them both 


to that only, there being nothing againſt 
it in the Act it ſelf. 


Having, therefore, ſhewn that this de. 
3 may fairly and honeſtly be made 
with reſpec only to the «ſe of this Book, 
fuppoſing the Act had not ſo plainly des 
kermineckit; ; az prov'd from the pra · 
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| Riceof ſome eminent men amongſt your 
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ſelves, that if one fingle perſon of au- 
thority in the State, determine any word in 


an Oath to one certain ſignification, which 


is not ſo plainly determin'd to it in theOarh 
it ſelf, the Oath may be law fully taken; Ha- 


ving plainly demonſtrated, that this A4 


it ſelf (the greateſt authority we could 
have) has determin'd expreſſy both 4/- 


fent and Conſent to the U/e of this Book; 


and is ſo far from making this declaration 


reſpect the truth of every propoſition in it, 


that it never mentions the thing, but ſays, 


in effect, what utterly excludes this ſenſe 


of the-words ; we humbly hope, that we 


ſhall not any more hear of ſtretching our 
Conſciences in this point; and that Tow 
will not continue to maintain prejudices 


againſt this Act, which it gives you not 
the leaſt occaſion to take up. | 


As for the Subſcription required, I ne- 
ver heard that it was eſteem'd any con- 
ſiderable difficulty; nor do I ſee how it 
can be, if it beexplain'd according to its 


original deſign; which appears plainly to 
be none hut this, that all who niuiſter 


in this Church ſhould be under an obli- 
gation ta 4% this Book. Accordingly 
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1. That the Book of Common- Prayer, and 
of ordering Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons 


containeth in it nothing contrary to the word 
of God. 2. That it may lamfully ſo be uſed. 
3. That they themſelves will uſe the Form 
in the ſaid Book preſcribed, in publick Pra- 


er, and adminiſtration of the Sacraments ; 


and none other. Where it is plain, that 


this Book is conſider'd only as a Book 
fram'd to direct the Behaviour of thoſe 
who officiate in publick ; what Prayers 
and what Ceremonies they are to uſe ; 


without having any regard to every parti» 


cular ſentence inſerted in the Prefaces, or 
Rabrics, which do not reſpect, or direct 
the Behaviour of the Miniſter. I ſay not 


this, becauſe I think there are any ſuch 
| ſentences in the Prefaces or Rabrics., 


which are contrary to God's word; for 
I know of no ſuch: but only becauſe 1 
am perſuaded this was the original de- 
ſign of the Subſcription. - Nay, thoſe few 


ſentences, not relating to the uſe of the 


Miniſter, which you except againſt, can- 
not be thought contrary to God's word, 
even by you who think them not true; 


for granting them falſe, 1 do not ſee how 


they contradict any thing in the Whole 


2 


Bille. 
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I have been the more concern'd upon 
the matter of this declaration and ſ. nher 
tion, becauſe (though I be convincd 
that it is a great erime for any one to 
profeſs his ſenſe of any thing in words 
not conſiſtent with it; yet, on the o- 
ther hand) I am ſo far from thinking it 
a vertue, that I cannot but account it a 
thing of very ill conſequence, and a piece 
of publick diſſervice, to deal very hard- 
ly with declarations and ſubſcriptions; to 
ſtretch them beyond what the original 
deſign of them, or the words in which 
they are expreſs d, will fairly and honeſt= 
ly bear, in order to make them appear as 
rigid and unreaſonable as poſſible. What 
I think, and hope, I have prov'd, under this 
Head, may be reduc d to this; That the 
declaration of Aſſent and Conſent cannot 
poſſibly be extended to any thing but the 
ſe of this Book; and that the /ab/crip= 
tion concerns this Book, only as it is a 
Book directing the Miniſter what Prayers 
and what Ceremonies to uſe; and has no 
reference to any thing in it that does not 
concern the Miniſter who is to ſe it. 
And from hence it follows, that whoever. 
thinks this Book fit to be uſed in the ſer- 
rico of God, "may very fairy" main was 


_ declaration and ſubſcription, without put- 
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ting a ſtretch either upon the words, or 
upon his own conſcience. And I think 


it cannot be thought unreaſonable, that | 
all who miniſter in this Church be obli- | 


ged to uſe this Liturgy, and publickly to 
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every matter and thing, contain d in the 


whole Book, and in. every page and line of 
it. But I need not inſiſt upon this. For 


all the difficulty here is that of a real 
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Baptiſmal Regeneration; and not of Sal-. 


vation conſequeut thereupon. Suppoling 


this, it is true; and, you ſay, the Office 


does ſuppoſe it. But, in my opinion, this 


is undoubredly true, as it was deſign'd a 


part by it ſelf for a general propoſition : 


nor ſhould I ever have calld it in Que- 


ſtion. For is it not true, and what eve- 
ry Body doubts not to ſay, that Baptiſm 


admits perſons into 4 State of favour with 
God? and would any one ſcruple to ſubs 


cribe this truth, becauſe there may be a 


_ perſon dipt in Water, whom God does 


not accept to Baptiſm? I believe not, be- 
cauſe the propoſition ſpeaks only of per- 


{ons duly Baptiz?d, And, does it not fol- 


low from hence, that if they die with- 


out having done any thing to put em 


ont- of this State, they ſhall be ſaved ? 


You muſt be ſenſible that there is no want 
of texts to prove the former; and that 


the latter is as plain a conſequence from 
it as one would wiſh. - Pray conſider if it 


be not very hard to deal as you do with 
this general Sentence. Conſider that 
E if | ” there 
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there is a great deal of difference between 


— freely confeſs our ignorance; and own that 
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theſe two propoſitions, Every. individual 
Child, whom the Miniſter rerei ves to B ap 


tiſin, whether he is aqualifitd ſubiect of Bap. 
4 iſo of not, dying after = without attual 


fon is ſaved,and,Ghildren which are Baptiz?d 


al Sin, are ſaved: and remember, that you 
can never prove the words to be mcapas 


ble of this Senſe; or that any other was 


ever intended, or ſo much as thought of 


by thoſe who placed them here. And 


that you your ſelves ſometimes under- 
ſtand it without reference to this Church; 
or this office, is plain from your ſuppoſed 
inſtance which follows. And ſure you 


cannot think, if this was ſaid of Baptiꝰd 


Children in general, without reſpect to 
the preſcriptions of this, or any other 


Church, that any children were. intend- 
ed by it, but ſuch as are dzly Baptiæ d, and 


admitted into the Church according to 


à text of Scripture for the Salvation of 


ſome whom, you ſay, our Church ad- 


mits to Baptiſin, as you produce for their 


damnation; we acknowledge, we ſhall ne- 
ver be ſolicitous to produce one. We 
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F ContorMITY. 


weare ſo'fooliſh as to think that, in the 


neither by Children underſtood Infunts ay- 


ing before actual ſim ; nor in the paniſbment 
He ſpeaks of there, had the leaſt reſpect 


to their condition in another World; nay, 


we judge it contrary to his nature, and 


all his declarations, to determine the fu- 
ture eſtate of- aps perſon by the behayt- 
our of another. If this be all that might 


make the matter dubious, Pm ſure it may 
be as true a propoſition as ever was laid 


down for all this. And when you can 
ſhew. that this Text ought to be under- 
ſtood either of ſuch Infants, or of the pu- 


niſbments of another World, I will under- 
take to produce as many as you can de- 


mand for the ſalvation of all Infants. 
What is farther objected is taken from 
ſome ſuppoſed Caſes, defign'd to prove 


that according to this doctrine it 7s in the 
| power of Men to give Salvation. We mult 


confeſs that we are utterly at a loſs what 


to ſay to ſuch objections; and utterly ſur- 
priz'd, when we meet with ſuch diſtant 


and extraordinary ſuppoſitions dra wn in to 


prove the falſhood of a propoſition framꝰd 
for a Chriſtian Country, and relating only 


to Children duly baptiz d. But we reply, 
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The Reaſonableneſs _ 
that this Salvation depends wholly-upon 
God's accepting the perſons... (which. this 
Rubric obligeth us not to affirm He does; 
in {uch caſes as you here put) and that 
your ſuppoſed Ghriſtian Ring has no more 
real power of giving ſalvation to Infants 

(tho? it ſhould be true that the Infants he 
murthers are ſav d) than a Pagan Ring 
would have, ſhould he conquer a Country 
of good Chriſtians and kill them all imme · 
diately ; and yet it may be true that 40 
good Chriſtians are ſav d; or no more than 
every good Chriſtian has the gzft of Sal. 
vation. in his power when he brings his 
Child to Baptiſm: nay, no more than a 
Fever, or any diſtemper that kills them 
has the gift of Salvation in its power: 
Give me leave to tell you, that it is ſuch 
unaccountable object ions as this; the ſtreſs 
that ſeems to be laid upon them; and the 
ſtudy with which they appear to have 
been ſought for; that make ſome in the 
world ſo apt to ſuſpe&, and fo forward 
to declare, that No agreement can ever 

W 
not forget to ſay ſomething 
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But I muſt 
to this Bapti/mal Regeneration which you 
object againſt: _ I am ſo little acquainted 
with the Art of Diſtinguiſbing, that I know 
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„ of CoNroRMI „„ 
no difference between a. regeneration and 
a real regeneration. If there be a regene- 
ration, I think it is real: and if there be 
a real regeneration, it is to be aſcribed to 
the Spirit of God. And becauſe it always 
| apprar d to me that whoever was receiv- 
ed into the Chriſtian Charch by God's 
_ Miniſter, with Prayers directed by the 
Congregation to God, and with ſufficient 
ſecurity for his good education, was du- 
ly received and according to God's will; 
1 never doubted but that God received 
ſuch to his favour, and heard the Pray- 
ers of his People, and approved of their 
| Baptiſm; and becauſe I thought they were 
duly made Chriſtians, I could not but think 
the Holy Spirit of God reſided in them, 
as they were now the Temples.of God. The 
Scripture leads us to think thus; and, con- 
: e to think, that they are regenera- 
ted (in the Scripture-· notion of that word) 
as they are enter'd into this new eſtate;and 


- 


that by the Holy Ghoſt, as they are inti- 
tuled to all his influences and aſſiſtances, 
pre the blood of Chriſt. We 
know not of any thing in Scripture to in- 
duce us to think otherwiſe; and, therefore, 
We do not ſeparate what St. Paul hath 
joyn'd together, EY of regenera- 
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50 * The Reaſonableneſs 
4 tion, and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, Tit. 
3. 5. in ſpeaking of the whole Chriſtian 
Church. But we can hardly perſuade 
our ſelves that you believe as you ſpeak, 
when you ſay, your Reaſon for not con- 
curring with us in this, is, for fear of con- 
tributing to the hardning of careleſs men in 
the opinion that they are rtgenerate, and 
need no farther care. We, on the contra- 
ry, think the point now before us a per- 
ſuaſiye argument to the greateſt care and 
diligence. For if men were regenerated. 
by the Holy Ghoſt, and made the Temples 
of Godby Baptiſm, how much does it con- 
cern them to live as ſuch ; not 10 defile 
the temple of God, or drive his Spirit from 
them? And in this we flatter our ſelyves 
that we imitate St. Paul, and the other 
| Apoſtles, who in their writings have ſaid MF tl 
this very thing, and all the glorious things g 
imaginable of all profeſſed Baptiz d Chri- Wl lo 
ſtians in general; and yet never thought is 
them an encouragement to ſecurity, but al- de 
ways inſiſted on them as the propereſt ar- th 
guments to the greateſt care and diligence. Kr 
And it would be worth while ro enquire, WW in 
whether the ſame objections do not lye a- | 
gainſt what St. Paul affirtns of Bapt ix d 
Chriſtians, as do againſt what our Church 
ſays of them. 1 „„ 
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f CONFORMITY. | 
The only difficulty here, as I think; is 
the admitting all Comers to Baptiſm, with. 
ont à liberty of refuſing the Children of In- 
fidels, or the moſt ſcandalous Sinners, pro- 
vided they have but ſponſours, as you ex- 
preſs it. Now this office of our Church 
was certainly fram'd for a Chriſtian Coun- 
try; a Country where all were profeſſed 
Chriſtians, and reſpects the Children of 
ſuch. And, as for thoſe extraordinary Ca. 
ſes in which our Church is ſuppoſed to al- 
low Baptiſm, where is the great fault, and 
where is the ill conſequence of thinking, 
that, if any perſons folemnly undertake: 
the good and Chriſtian education of a 
Child, they have hereby a ſufficient right 
to devote him to God; that the Church: 
hath ſufficient reaſon to receive the Infant; 
that God will, of his infinite mercy, in re- 
gard to their Prayers and good deſigns 
look favourably upon him? I ſay, where 
is the crime of thinking this? what great 
deſign of Chriſtianity, what precept of 
the Goſpel doth this contradick? But I 
know not that Baptiſm may not, accord- 
ing to the Church of England, be denied 
to the Children of Atheiſts, Jews, Infidels 
&c, For the Office ſuppoſes a Chriſtian 
Country, and (Chriſtian Parents. And,as 
EET „ for 
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for the Children of Profeſſed Chriſtians, 1 
account the Profeſſion of Chriſtianity in 


their Parents ſufficient to entitle them 


to Baptiſmm; as find, in the Apoſtle's days, 
the Profeſſion only of Faith in Chriſt (w he- 
ther ſincere or not) was ſufficient to enti- 
tle any to it. To proceed, 


2. The Second Objection againſt this 
Aſeent, Conſent, and Subſcription, is this, 


that they extend 70 the uſe of Godfathers 


and Godmothers in Baptiſm, to the Excluſi- 
on of Parents, But here we muſt com- 


plain that this is not truly and fairly re- 


preſented ; but expreſs'd ſo as beſt ſerves 
to raiſe and encreaſe the averſion of the 
people to the Church. We deſire you 
to conſider, whether the Parents be not 
to provide theſe /poſours; whether the 
Parents, in providing what the Church 
thinks requiſite, and offering their Chil- 
dren to Baptiſm, with this ſecurity for 
their good education, do not truly and 


Properly themſelves devote their Chil- 
dren by Baptiſm to God; whether this be 


not their own act and deed as much as if 


they had no / ponſours; whether any Chri- 


ftian may not engage himſelf ſolemnly 
for the good education of another; and 
whether his own willingneſs, do not 
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give him right ſufficient to do this; whe- 


ther the Parents own act, where there are 


Parents, in offering the Child to Baptiſm, 


and providing theſe ſponſours in order to 


it, be not ſuppoſed in the Office, and, con- 


ſequently, Whether their Faith (in all or- 


dinary Caſes) be not the ſuppoſed ground 
of the Child's Baptiſm (accordin g to our 


Church) as the Country is Chriſtian, and 
as the Parents are required to provide for 


their Children theſe /poz/oars ; and, laſt- 


ly, whether the groſſeſt abuſe of an in- 


ſtitution, which, if it were but duly re- 
garded, would be moſt uſeful, be a ſuffi- 


cient argument againſt the inſtitution it 


ſelf. Now, if the Parents be to provide 


theſe Sponſours, why ſhould it be urg'd, 
that they are not requir'd to be choſen 
with due Care; when this certainly will 
be proportionable to the care and con- 


cern the Parents themſelves have for their 
Children; and if they have none, how will 
the matter be mended by admitting the 


Parents without the Sponſours? And we 
imagine, that if you had been as diligent 


in finding out uſeful Canons, as thoſe you 
account ſo liable to exception, you would 
have ſeen one that ſhews, that they whe 
require God-fathers and Gad mothers, re- 
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. The Redſonableneſs 
i 1 quire alſo, that none ſhould be admitted 
Y Can. 29. as ſuch, before they have recgved the ho- 
= | 
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ly Gommanion; and, therefore, ought not to 
be repreſented, as if they had taken no 
manner of care about this, but opened a 
wide door to the Profaning this Solemnit). 
We confeſs our ſelves fo ſhort-ſighted, 
that we cannot plainly diſcern how the 
method of our Charch tends to the Pro- 
faning this Ordinance, more than the ad- 
miniſtring it without Sponſours. In the 
next place, If theſe Parents, in providing 
= what the Church requires; in offering their 
Children to Baptiſm with Sponſours; do ſuffi- 
= ciently and effettually teſtifie their reſolution 
to devote their Children to God; ana this 
devoting them in this way be their own Act; 
We deſire to know, with what juſtice the 
Church is taxed with juſtling Parents out of 
their right; and the People incenſed a- 
gainſt it by ſuch Phraſes as theſe, as a- 
gainſt an unnatural and cruel oppreſſour? 
Again, If the Faith of the Parents (in all 
ordinary Caſes) and their proviaing theſe 
Sponſours themſelves, and offering their 
Children to Baptiſni with theſe, be ſuppoſed 
zur Church; and be in truth the ground 
Wrhe adminiſtration of this rite in Chri- 
tian Country ; why is the Contrary main- 
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tain'd and fix'd upon the Church, as if it 
were the plain declaration, and profeſſed 


doctrine of it? Again, If it be agreeable 


to the Chriſtian Religion, that a Chriſtian 
may ſolemnly take upon him the good eduta- 


tion of an Infant; what need is there of a 


natural right, or 3 Law? and how 
eſe to be an objection 


comes the wantoft 
againſt a lawful, I may ſay, a commend- 


able action? Laſt of all, If he groſſiſt abuſe of 


an inſtitution in it ſelf uſeful (as we take 
this to be) be not 4 ſufficient argument 4. 


gaiuſt the inſtitution, what do you propoſe 


to your ſelves by arguing from the care- 


leſsneſs of God. fathers againſt the uſe of 
them at all? Were all the Miniſters in tlie 
Land forgetful of their Miniſterial Obli- 


gations; would it therefore follow that it 
was not a uſeful thing for them publickly 
to own theſe obligations when they were 
made Miniſters? Did all who own their 


Baptiſmal Covenant in your way prove 
the moſt. careleſs and ſinful Men after» 
wards; would you acknowledge the thing 
it ſelf uſeleſs, or lay it aſide? yet in this 
caſe it might be ſaid, they were brought ro 
 avouch a great untruth in the face of God 
and his Church. For you can no more 
prove that they are ſincere, than we can 
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1 The Rehſonableneſs © | 
that God-ſathers are, at the time when 
they ſolemnly. profeſs themſelves as if 
they were, But above all, it is very hard, 
that you ſhould ſpeak here, as if this en- 
courag'd Parents in a careleſsneſs about 
their Children; or as if the Church took 
off any part of their duty from them, by 
providing more effectually for their Chil 
dren's advantage. Good Parents can ne- 
ver take advantage from this inſtitu- 
tion to be unnatural, and careleſs of their 
Children: Bad Parents may, but then 
they would have been as careleſs without 
it; and their Children in a much worſe 
condition. And though we bewail the 
little regard many God. fathers have to 
the ſerious part of their Office (with- 
out thinking this an argument againſt the 
Church) yet we hope there are ſome ſo 
ſenſible of their obligations, that they 
omit no opportunity of doing their du- 
4 3. The Third, Fourth, and Fifth Rea- 
{ons why you cannot conform as Mini- 
ſters, are, becauſe this Aſſent, Conſent, and 
Subſcription, would oblige you to deny Bap» | 
tiſmto ſuch as had not Sponſours, tho they 
bad 4 real right to that Qrdinance; and 
le the Chilaren of ſuch 85. would nat . 


| 


F Canronnits. 


4s would not receive it Ryeeling, I put 
theſe three together, becauſe they come 
under the common Head of Terms of Con- 


your zeal ſeems chiefly to lye; and be- 
cauſe the argument manag'd under theſe 
Heads is not ſo much deſign'd againſt the 
things themſelves, as againft the makin 
them Termsof Communion; the lawfuineſs 
of which I ſhall now conſider ; and fo re- 


move, if I can, thoſe objections here 


brought againſt it. Only, becauſe you 
have advanc'd ſomething againſt the «ſe 


of the Croſs in Baptiſm, as well as againſt 


the impoſing it, I mult take ſome notice 

of that firſt, and then I ſhall come to the 

matter of Impoſitions. e N 
All your Argument againſt this is at 

laſt nil 

W /cemeth to be a new Sacrament ; that it 


Bond without this ; nay, at laſt we find it 
expreſs d thus, that though the Church 
hath declared this ſign to be in token 
the perſois fhall not be aſhamed &c. yet 
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them to be ſegu'd with the tranſient ſien of the 
| Croſs; and to deny the Communion to ſuch 


munion, and Impoſitions, againſt which 


Ived into theſe three; that this 


looks as if Baptiſm were not a ſufficient - 


. the generality are apt to underſtand 


WY 


$- -- 


— I . " * K a N — 4 ———_ 5 | 
* WW eng at %% ˙ 1A ²⅛ mw IE IIY 1 A PTY WTO Ry V * ä * 
| R J%%%%%%%%%SSC/ ²˙⅝w6rtDü¼ẽ̃ẽ˙.. ˙uvyÄ 8 „ A RS og Be Lat na R 
” * « WF nt WW ng r 25 r e ES N * 50 9 N e a 2 iy 75 8 HK ö 
” © N Fs 7 4 * w 5 + 9 + * 7 4 N * 1 TI $ Pon : 0 
6 „„ $a te N | CY * * * K * wr 9 8 | Fm. 
8 * £ 3 Ne : N b GA 


2 $43 : 72 r ! FR a 3 2 17 a 
E * wy 5 F o 7 Mee, * 
* N * * . — 2 at mg MS 429; « : vg 
3 * 5 ＋ 4 1 2 v 


perſon ſhall not be aſhamed, Yon dare not 


dtoncur in giving occaſton knowingly. of ſuch a 
mmiſcunderſtandiug to the vulgar and injudi- 
cious. But give us leave to examine what 
is here objected more carefully. One 
reaſon then againſt it, is, that you dare no 
concur in giving an occaſton of ſuch a miſun- 
derſtanding to the vulgar and injudicious. 
Jou dare not uſe the words in totes, be- 
cauſe they may be apt to think you do not 
mean in toben of ſomething ſignified, but 
in virtue and power of the "ſign it ſelf. 
| Now, what end of our differences can we 
ever hope for, if ſuch methods be taken; 
if, when there is no reaſon againſt a thing 
what is acknowledg'd to be unreaſon- 
able ſhall be made an objeQion againſt it, 
by thoſe very perſons who, in many 
other caſes, dothemſelves knowingly give 
_ occafion of miſ-underſtanding to perſons 
ſomewhat more judicious than thoſe who 
can underſtand. words in a ſenſe, which 
it is impoſſible they ſhould be meant in? 
I could give many more inſtances, but I 
will mention but one. Dare you not con- 
car in Occaſional Commanion, becauſe ſome 
of the Vulgar and injudicious, You. very 
well know, have ſad mjſcunderſtandings a- 
bout it? If you dare, Why do you argue 
A bere, 
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here, as if You dar'd not concar in this for 
that one Reaſon ? which we cannot be- 
lieve, till we ſee you omit all other things 


done it ſome credit, by granting as you 
here do, That they are injudicious per- 


here us'd, that any grace is ſuppoſed by 
or the uſe of it; that the words muſt be 


be made out of them; and, conſequently, 
that they muſt be iajudicious perſons that 


Chriſt had appointed it, were not efteen?d 4 


| you, or any who uſe any P rayers at Bay tiſe Mm, 
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which you your ſelves think fit or proper, 
for the ſame reaſon. But while you uſe 
our ſervice thus, we imagine you have 


ſons who can underſtand by the words 


the Church to be wrought by this ſign, 
miſeunder ſtood before any ſuch thing can 


can think this a new Sacramezt. 


Another argument againſt the «ſe of F 
this Sign is, tlrat it /ooks as if Baptiſm, as 


Bond ſufficiently fim and ſtrong. Not by 
us, ” have eee 1 og | 
plain words, that Baptzſmn is compleat with- 
out it, and the Infant a Chriſtian as.much 
before as after it. Beſides, We imagine 
that ſuch an objeCtion as this; as trat 
and as concluding, may be made againſt 


Or adminiſter it with the addition of the 
leaſt circumſtance to the primitive inſti- 


tution 
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The Reaſonableneſs 

tution. For all this /ooks as if Baptiſm, as 
Chriſt had appointed it, were eſteewd not 
ſufficient to entitle the Infant to the fa- 
vour of God, or to the purpoſes for 
which it was inſtituted. You know it 
is ſufficient without one Prayer; and yet 


this is no objection to you againſt the 

uſe of Prayers at ſuch a Solemnity. _ 
Another objection againſt it is, that - | 

ſeemeth a new Sacrament added to Chriſt's, 


But, if it only ſeem ſo; and if the words 
muſt be miſ-underſtood before it ſeem 
ſo (as you here grant) then we account 
it very unjuſt for you to aſſiſt in perplex- 


ing this cauſe ; and to advance arguments 


to prove what you think, your ſelves, 
they do not prove. Now, what is a Sa- 
crament? You ſay, It is an outward and 


 wifible ſign of an inward and ſpiritual 


grace &c. Let it be ſo, and by this let any 
one judge between us. The words in the 
Common- Prayer Book IL interpret thus, We 
receive this Child into the Congregation of 
Chriſt's Flock, as one who is now a Bap- 
tiz d Chriſtian; and, as ſuch, do ſgn him 
with the ſign of the Croſs, to ſignify that, as 
he is a Chriſtian, and, conſequently, a Ser- 
vant of Him who died upon the Croſs, 
He is obliged never to be aſhamed o the 
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Faith of Chriſt crucified; but to glory in 
it amidſt all the ſcorns the profeſſion. 
of this Religion can expoſe Him to. I 
am not apprehenſive that here is any con- 


ſtraint put upon the words; nay, they ap- 
pear to me to be incapable of any other 
meaning. The things to be conſidered 


here are, not ſo much the ſign of the Croſs 


it ſelf, as the ſigning the Infant with that 
fign (for that it is that was deſign d to 


betoken what follows) and the thing ſig- 
nified by that ſigning of the Infant; which 
is, that, as He is a Baptiz d Chriſtian, He 


1 


is obliged to profeſs manfully the faith of 


Chriſt eracified, Now, as far as J can ſee, 
Here is not the leaſt tittle of grace attri- 
buted to the ſign of the Groſs, or to the ſigu- 
ing of the Infant with it. For the thing 


ſignified by this ſgning the Child with the 
croſs, is not, as you ſay, Chriſt cracified, with 


the Benefits of his croſs (tho? what the Ca- 


non ſays may be true, that under the 
name of the Croſs in Holy Scripture me 


are often ſignifid, which is quite a diſtin 
conſideration) but the thing ſignified hy 


it is, that the Infant is a Chriſtian Bap- 
tizꝰd, and, as ſuch, the diſciple of a Cruci- 


fied Saviour. Nor is the Image of the 


croſs appointed to work this grace by way of 


exciting 
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"exciting ſignification. For no grace is at- 
tributed to it. Nor is the ſigning the Infant 
with this ſign appointed to work any grace; 
but only to fignify that the Infant, as a 
Chriſtian, is obliged to confeſs and wor- 
ſhip. a Crucifi'd Saviour manfully and 
conſtantly. And what 1s here ofa New 
Sacrament in your own ſenſe ofthe word? 
Here is indeed an outward and viſible fin 1 


but not a ſign of an inward and ſpirittial 


grace; not pretended to be ordained by 
Chriſt ; not uſed, or in the leaſt meant, as 4 
means whereby we receive any grace, Or, 4 
pledge to aſſure us thereof. Go from the 
Common-Prayer Book'to the Canon; explain 
it as rigidly as poſſible, ſo as to make it 


contradict it ſelf, and the moſt natural 


meaning, of the words in our ſervice; 
and, after all, Tam ſure it is impoſſible to 
make out this charge. And after this, 1 
ſhall only ask one Queſtion. Do you 
think, in your conſciences, that any Re- 


formed Divines, either of this Church, or 


any other, with whom you agree in your 
notions about a Sacrament, would ever 
have begun, or maintain'd, a charge a- 
gainſt the Church. of Rome for making 


New Sacraments, upon ſuch a foundation 


as you ſtill continue to do againſt the 
1 Can 


hain 2 — 3 
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Church of England? Had they only ſeem'd 


new Sacraments ; Had the ijadicious on- 


ly miſ-anderſtoodrtheir words, and built 
their dn r ac Ae ſuch iſ-anderſtaud- 

Romaniſts, by publick Accs, 
and by all the writers that handled this 


ſubject, declared that, tho? they uſed an 


external ſiz nificant ceremony, yet, they at- 
tributed no grace to it ; nothing which ei- 
ther they, or their adverſaries attributed 
to a Sacrament ; which of our Reformers 
would have continued to have tax'd them 
with this? which of them would have ſo- 
licitouſly drawn up ſome obſcure and al- 
moſt unintelligibleargumentsagainſt ſuch 


ſuch a charge upon ſuch plain proof? 
which of them would have argued againſt 


a word in a ſenſe of which judicious men 
ſay it is uncapable? Not one, I verily 


believe. | 


And as we cannot agree with yaqp in 


theſe Reaſons againſt the «/? of this fizn, as 


do we think it a ſufficient one for the to- 
„„ 5 oy Stall 


1 


proof on the contrary fide? Which of tem 
would not have heen glad to have drop't 


the uſe of one little part of their publick 
ſervice which only concerns the Mini- 
er, becauſe the injudicious will interpret 


* 5 K r r e x WO AE ot is.” ö ew” — 8 * n n W g 
* FA OED 9 EN * 8 PC Wr 1 n W er R i” * — xt wy Ns, * 18 3 * . 8 PIT} e 
y 8 * a: * Ms ror Rr et S 3 ages” * * re ONE r 4% * NE nap 0 25 YE bg . © 2 ad. * yy 7 $8" © 1 by 
K * 3 7— N * * 
WI ISL N *:x- & N. 8 — ie Uk: See ; 
þ * S 2 
N — r 2 
8 . * 
* * 
4 
* 


. | . a p "Ip = et of OS Ba os, the Oo TR ths ice. hi e Lk; 
7 . F * 8 5 * * * 1 7 ey: * Wo 2 %- 3 9 IN 19%, 4 * . * 
e I * 5 X : N AV PS >. 2 ax n _ bs _—. * : b 
R n i 3 
7 . — VET 2 
7+ * N * N 


, > TH Reaſonablenefs EE 
tal neglect of it, that we may witneſs our | 
 difltke and deteſiation of the vanity of the | 
Papiſts herein, We imagine that we wit- 
ne(s our diſlike and deteſtat ion of the Super- 
ffition of the Papiſts by neglecting that 
uſe of it they plead for; by reducing it 
to a ſober and ſingle act; by guarding it 
from all poſſibility of Idolatry and Super- 
fftition; by making it wholly different 
from what it is amongſt them. And we 
are unwilling to give them ſo great an 
advantage againſt us, as we verily think 
it would be, if we ſhould, in reforming 
from them, not only reje& and condemn 
the abuſe of a thing, but the thing it 
felf merely becauſe they uſe it after a ſu- 
perſtitious manner. We are of opinion 
that this principle hath been the cauſe of 
great deformities, and irregularities in 
the Church; and when it is obſerv'd, | 
that we run from a Cuſtom, or a poſture, | 
or a ceremony, not becauſe it is likel 
now to be abuſed, but becauſe the Papiſis 
hive uſed it in a ſuperſtitious manner; 
not only the Papiſts, but others are apt 
to think, That it is- Humour, and not | 
Reaſbn that direAs us. Nay, we eſteem 
it more reaſonable to inſiſt upon an inno- 
cent uſe of ſomething they have * 
0 1. . 1 
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5 of CoNFORMI Tx. 
leſt we ſhould encourage a principle as 
uperſtitious as their practice; and a prin- 
ciple that hath led ſo many already to ne- 
| glect »/efal things without any reaſon ; 
chan to take away the «ſz of it wholy, 
becauſe they uſe it after an ill manner. In 
a word, We think that the reaſon why it 
was ever uſed amongſt Chriſtians is not ſo 
Wholy ceaſed, but that it may ſtill be uſ- 
ed once in this ſolemn act of Religion. 
We think that we have always teſtify'd 
our diſlike of the Papiſts, in every thing 
in which they aredeparted from the Goſ- 
pel, as effectually as any of our Brethren 
of whatſoever denomination ; and much 
more reaſonably than thoſe who have 
run from the extreme they are in, to an- 
other. We cannot anſwer to our ſelves 
the condemning of a thing merely becauſe 
the Papiſts uſe it after another manner. 
We hope we have taken ſuch care, that 
it is almoſt impoſſible that the uſe of this 
ſign, as we retain it, ſnould miniſter to Ida- 
latry or Superſtition; and, upon the whole, 
we {ce not that any of theſe arguments 
ſhew that it may not /awfally be aſted.  «» 
* Having thus conſider'd what I find of- 
fer'd againſt the aſe of God-fathers ; and 
the 4e of the Croſs in * and find- 
. 


_ 
x 


ing nothing alledg'd againſt kneeling at 


your charge, and that is the 77poſition 


pointed Terms; a uſing that power to de- 


licitoùs in drawing up this accuſation a- 


Tze Reaſonableneſs : 


the Communion, but rather a great deal 
for it; I return now to that which makes 
up the greateſt and moſt terrible part of 


of theſe things; the making them Terms 
of Communios ;, which you call, a mani. 
feſt encroachment upon the Ring)) Power | 
of our Saviour; a making New Terms of | 
Communion; a contraditting Chriſt's 4 


ſtruction, which was given to be uſed to 
Ediſication. With what juſtice you have 
ſo hard thoughts of the Church of Exg- 
land in this particular, I ſhall now 1995 
examine; wiſhing you could be as im- 
partial in conſidering what can be offer'd 
in defence of this, as you have been ſo- 


gainſt it. What I have to by on this 
Sabject ſhall be under theſe following | 
— e ee L 
1. That the Biſhops, who are the Go- | 

vernours of the Church, have authority to | 
order ſuch things as theſe which you {0 i 
grievouſly complain of. 1 

2. That St. Paul ſays . N 
this in the fourteenth Chapter to the Ro- 


ene. ” 
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ef Cox rORMITY. 


3. That Mr. Baxter's practice, and 
the practice of the Independents is for 


Impoſit ions. Theſe Conſiderations will, 
I think, contain a ſufficient anſwer to 


all that hath been objected on this ac- 


COunt. x 


1. That the Biſbops have authority to 


preſcribe theſe things which are ſo griev- 


ouſly complain d of. This authority, 


we ſay, they have, as they received 


the care of the Church from their Pre- 


deceſſours ; as they are obliged to take 


the moſt effectual methods tor the pre- 
ſervation of Order, and Decexcy, in the 


publick worſhip of God ; and as it reſults 


from the nature of all Societies, that the 
Governours of them ſhould have a power 


of ordering what ſeems to them moſt 


for the beauty, and advantage of them; 
that they ſhould be the judges of 


what conduces to this end, and ſhould 
have a title to the obedience of the peo- 
ple under their care, in whatever does 


not contradict the Laws of that Societ 


by which they are all ro be governed. 


Nor do I find but that you would have 
| Joyned with them, in the impoſing and 
preſcribing ſome things. Now then, if 

I can ſhew that the very ſame objections 


F 2 | may 


_ 
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ever will not have hisChild baptiz'd with 
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De Reaſofiableneſ3 7 
may be fram'd againſt preſcribing thoſe 
things which you could have complied _ 
with, that are brought in your names a- 
gainſt thoſe other things whichgive you {0 
much offence; this I {halt account a 5 
argument to you, that the Biſhops have 
authority to preſcribe in the one caſe, as 
well as the other. I inſtance in their 
preſcriptions about Time, Place, and Li- 
targy. For this particular time, and place, 
in excluſion to all others, are not abſo- 
lutely neceffary; and fome honeſt men 
will pretend they are ſhut out from Com. 
munion by impoſing them. And, as for a 
publick Litargy , That you your ſelves 
think it anneceſſary, is plain from.your 
not uſing one in the Pablick Worſhip of 
God; that you think it lawful to joyn 
With thoſe Governours who impoſe one, is 
plain from your declaring your readinefs 
to comply with our Common. Prayer, were 
it alter'd as you would have it. And 
nov let us conſider, if this be not exact. 
ly parallel to the caſe before us. Who- 


ach Prayers at the time of Baptiſm, is as 
much excluaed as he that fcruples to have 
it baptiz d becauſe the ſigu of the Croſs is uſ- 
ed after Baptiſm: He that, refuſes to com- 
| | %%% > - eMnnoatc 
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„f Cox rOoRNIT V. 
municate with us, becauſe the Miniſter uſes 
this Form of Prayer at the Communion, is 
as much excluded as He that refuſes to 
communicate with us, becauſe He muſt 
kneel, As many an honeſt man may ſcru- 
ple the one; ſo many an honeſt man may 
{cruple the other. If an honeſt man may 
be excluded for ſcrupling the one; why 
not for ſcrupling the other? If Regularity 
and Decency may in this caſe be prefer'd 
before the ſatisfaction of the ſcruples of 
ignorant, and injudicious,tho? honeſt men; 
then, why is it urged as an infallible truth, 
that excluding a man ſuppoſed to be an ho- 
neſt man for his ſcruples is a moſt unpar- 
donable, and intolerable crime in a Church? 
But, to be more particular, ſuppoſing 
the Litargy were made according to your 
minds, and you ſhould comply with this 
impoſition, Which you were ready to do; 
We defire you to conſider, if they who 
ſtill thought fit to remain Nonconfor miſts, 
might not read this fame ſevere Lecture 
againſt you; and give in theſe ſame rea- 
ſons for their Nonconformity. We dars 
not cauſeleſy deprive Souls of viſible Chri- 
ſtianit) for want of an humane, unneceſſary, 
| of not corrupt invention. We dare not make 
Covenant to rob Chriſt and the Church of 
VVV viſible 
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viſible members for nothing; and conſig u 


thoſe over to the uncovenanted mercies of 


God, whom He (we. well know) is ready to 


receive as his: and ſo concur in ſetting 
the will and aduice of Man againſt Chriſt, 
who ſaid Forbid them not, and was angry 
with thoſe who forbad them to come to 
him. Might not one of them thus ex- 


preſs himſelf, as well as one of you? 
Shall a Miniſter dare to withold ſo much 


good from, and endeavour ſo much evil 


to, the Souls of poor Infants, in denying 


them their Chriſtendom merely upon the ac- 
count of ſome acceſſories, and ſcrupled ac- 


cidents, invented, and impoſed by man, and 


not at all of the Eſſence of Baptiſm it ſelf? 


Cc. p. 5 10. and might not they argue 


as you do p. 513. We dare not conſent 
to this, becauſe we dare not conſent to the 
altering the Terms of Chriſt's Covenant, 


and Sacrament; and to contradict one of his 
fundamental laws. Baptize, ſaith Chriſt, 


all that are made diſciples, all that re- 
pert, and believe, No, faith the Church 


of England, Baptize none that are propos d, 
tho" they have all that is neceſſary to make 
them the diſciples of Chriſt, unleß they, or 


their Parents would ſubmit to the uſe of this 
particular form of Prayer at the time of 


5 Baptiſm. 
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Baptiſ? 7. 55 This 75 4 manifeſt encroachment. 
upon the Kzngly power of our Saviour, in 


making new Terms of Communion, which 
we dare not concur in; à turning the Keys 


upon thoſe whom Chriſt is ready to receive; 

and a poſitive rejecting ſuch as He requires 
us o Baptixe. And this (as light as the 
Church makes of it, and they who can 
joyn with the Church in this) is in our e- 
ſteem à ſin of an high nature, and ſo would 


our conſenting to it too. 


The ſame may be ſaid with reſpe& 


to a particular Form of Prayer at the time 


ol the adminiſtration of the Holy Commu- 


nion: for a perſon who ſcruples joy ning 
in that, is as much excluded from the 


Communion, as He who ſcruples Mueeling. | 


But I add farther, Suppoſing the Gover- 


nours of the Church appoint the Morning, 
as the particular time for the receiving 


the Holy Sacrament; and ſome ſhould 
{cruple this (as it has actually happen- 
ed)we deſire you would conſider whe- 
ther the ſame arguments may not be uſ- 


ed againſt the zmpoſing this (which yet 
you approve of) as you here produce 


againſt complying with the Church that 
1mpoſes K xeeling, p. 514. For may not 


| they who ſhould wiziſter to theſe ſcrupu- 
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Type Reaſonableneſs 
iſible members for nothing; and conſig u 
thoſe over to the uncovenanted mercies of 
Goa, whom He (we. well kuow) is ready to 
= receive as his: and ſo concur in ſetting 
= the will and advice of Man againſt Chriſt, 
mo ſaid Forbid them not, and was angry 
with thoſe who forbad them to come to 
him. Might not one of them thus ex- 
_ preſs himſelf, as well as one of you? 
3 Shall a Miniſter dare to withold ſo much 
[ good from, and eudeavour ſo much evil 
to, the Souls of poor Infants, in denying 
them their Chriſtendom merely upon the ac- 
count of ſome acceſſories, and ſirupled ac- 
cidents, invented, and impoſed by man, and 
not at all of the Eſſence of Baptiſm it ſelf? 
Cc. p. 510. and might not they argue 
as you do p. 513. We dare not conſent 
to this, becauſe we dare not conſent to the 
altering the Terms of Chriſt's Covenant, 
and Sacrament ;. and to contradict one of his 
fundamental laws. Baptize, ſaith Chriſt, 
all that are made diſciples, . all that re- 
pent, and believe, No, faith the Church 
of England, Baptize nane that are proposd, 
tho they have all that is neceſſary to make 
them the diſciples of Chriſt, unleſs they, or 
their Parents mould ſubmit to the aſe of this 
Particular form of Prayer at the time of 
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Baptiſm.” This is a matlifeft. encroachment | 
upon the Kzngly power of our Saviour, in 
making nem Terms of Communion, which 

we dare not concur in; a turning the Keys 

upon thoſe whom Chriſt is ready to receive; 


and a poſitive rejecting ſuch as He requires 


As to Baptize, And this (as light as the 


Church makes of it, and they Who can 


jan with the Church in this) is in our e- 
ſteem a ſin of an high nature, and ſo would 


our conſenting to it too. 
The ſame may be faid with reſpect 
to a particular Form of Prayer at the time 


of the adminiſtration of the Holy Commu- 


nion: for a perſon who ſcruples joyning 
in that, 1s as much excluded from the 


Communion, as He who ſcruples Kyeeling, 


But I add farther, Suppoſing the Gover- 
zours of the Church appoint the Morning, 


as the particular time for the receivin 


the Holy Sacrament; and ſome ſhould 
{cruple this (as it has actually happen- 
ed)we deſire you would confider whe- 
ther the ſame arguments may not be uſ- 
ed againſt the impoſing this (which yet 
you Lana of) as you here produce 
againſt complying with the Church that 
1mpoſes K xee/ing, p. 514. For may not 
they who ſhould miniſter to theſe ſerupu- 
al a 
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De Reaſonableneſs  _ 
SE" 28 1 8 
lous perſons thus apologize for their Von- 
conformity? We dare not conſent to this 
becauſe this is a depriving Chriſt's members 
of their right; an uſurpation upon mens con- 
ſciences; and a tearing the Church by divi- 


ding engines; becauſe this would be oblig ing 
our ſelves to deny the Gommunion to the 


people, on the account of their not daring 


ter, but that the Church, an 


to go againſt the "inſtitution of C hrift, the | 
practice of his Apoſtles and the primitive | 
aniverſal Church; to deny the Communion 
to ſuch as the Holy Ghoſt hath required as 
to receive to it: and becauſe this 1s an im- 
poſing on the Church things antecedently un- 
xeceſſary upon the higheſt penalty, ' viz : 
Excluſion from Communion ;' a croſſing that 
great rale of Charity, T will have mercy 
and not facrifice; and 4 uſing that power 


to Deſtruction, which was given to be uſed 
1 Edification. Even thoſe of us, who can- 


not charge the celebration of the Sacrament 
in the morning as ſinful, are yet afraid of ex- 
cluding others on ſuch an account as that, by 
reaſon it is far from being ſo neceſſary a jnat-· 

| the due 


adminiſtration of the Sacrament may be 
| preſery*d without it. And withall, Perſons 
| night hade a very good Yeaſon to be back- 
: tvard to jield to the altering of that Time 
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of ConrorMITY. | 
at which our Saviour inſtituted this Rite: 
and to be ſhy of ſeeming to Symbolize 


with Idolaters, in celebrating it at that 


time which it is well known ſome have choſe, 
out of too much veneration to the elements 
themſelves; which tho* diſclaim'd by the 
Church of England, yet is apt to be mifin- 
terpreted. Suppoſe a man ſhould upon 
Searching Church. Hiſtory find( or fancy that 
He finds) that the time of Celebrating the 
Communion. was never - determin*d to the 
Morning till the Doctrine of Tranſub(l au- 


tiation was eftabliſhed : this alone (tho He 
ſhould have nothing farther to alledze ) 
might be a valid reaſon for his being ſby 
| of that time. | | a 
ter into any ſuch Combination as to be oblig- 


But for Miniſters to en- 


ed to tell ſuch men, when deſiring the Com- 
munios' at the Evening, Truly, while 


you are under this Scruple, tho? I may 
f pity you for your weaknels, yet I can't 


own you for Chriſtians, thzs we . think 
hard, and cannot comply with. All theſe 
things may be ſaid againſt zhjs, or any o- 


ther preſcription not abſolutely neceſſary. 


to the being of the Church, or to the 
due adminiſtration of Chriſt's ordinan- 
ces; and the ſame accuſation ſtands againſt 
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What J obſerve upon this, is, that you 
your ſelves grant by this, that the Gover- 


 aours of the Church have authority to im. 


poſe ſome unneceſſary things; that if is not 
unlawful to preſcribe things antecedenti) 
unneceſſary under the higheſt penalty; that 
Men who may be call'd Honeſt may be 
dealt with after this manner on the 
account of their ſcruples; and that theſe 
arguments which hold as well againſt 


| thoſe impoſitions you ſay you could 


comply with, as againſt thoſe you ſay 
you cannot, are not ſo plain, and ſo de- 
monſtrative, that a wiſe man ought. to 
found a matter of ſuch. conſequence as 
a ſeparation from a ſetled Church upon 


them. For thus the caſe ſeems to me to 


ftand. You grant that the Governours of 
the Church may impoſe a Liturgy,and pre- 
{cribe the Time for performing Religious 
offices: for you would joyn with them in 
theſe preſcriptions, and would not ſepa- 
rate from the Church in order to witneſs 
ag ainſt theſe impoſitions. The arguments 


you urge againſt complying with the o- 
ther impofitions do appear to conclude 
as ſtrongly againſt your comply ing with 
theſe. Therefore 1 think it follows un- 
avoidably, that you ought to be as wil- 


Urng 


f COonNFORMSTY, - ms 
ling to comply with the other as with 
| theſe ;, to acknowledge the power of the 
Governours in the other as Well as theſe; 
to withſtand a Separation founded upon 
the impoſition of the other, as you would 
do one founded upon the impoſition of 
theſe; and not to inveigh ſo bitterly a- 
gainſt what you have allowed and approv- 
ed of, in caſes exactly parallel, as far as 
your arguments are concerned; for it 
cannot be more againſt your conſciences 
to joyn in impoſing the other upon the 
People, than to joyn in impoſing theſe. 
Theſe arguments if they prove any thing, 
prove too much; and, therefore, they prove ü 
nothing. Now fince theſe are the only  _- - "i 
arguments you produce againſt the im- 1 
poſitions in the Church of England; we | 
think it ought to be a ſufficient ſatisfaction 
to your Queſtion, by what authority are 
theſe things preſcribed? to anſwer, by OM 
the fame authority by which you ac- 164. 
knowledge the Governours of the Church 
may preſcribe ſome other things, againſt | 
- which the very ſame dreadful objections. 
lye: and we argue, that if, in oze caſe, 
the Godernours ought not to be abuſed and 
inveigb'd againſt, for the groundleſs ſcru- ! 
ples of the people; certainly in ozbers alſo, 
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76 ⁰mſ The. Reaſonableneſs 
Obedience ſhould ſometimes be preach'd 
to the people, rather than a violent 
lecture conſtantly read againſt their Pa- 
tours; and that you ought ſometimes 
to conſider whither theſe principles 
tend, on which this terrible invective : 
againſt impoſitious is founded. | , 
Now, whatever is thus order'd, be-. 
WM comes a Term of Communion. One par- 
4 ticular Time, appointed; the Litargy pre- 
$ fcribed, become Terms of Communion; and 
New Terms of Communion, in as much as 
= Chriſt made them not ſo ; and auneceſſary 
i Terms of Commanion, in as much as neither 
” = a er form in excluſion to free prayer is 
3 ſo neceſſary, in your opinion, but that the 
[ 1 great ends of Chriſtianity may be ſerv'd 
. without it; and much leſs the appoint- 
2 ment of one hour of the day in excluſion 
= to another, as agreeable to the nature of 
| the Sacrament. Yet theſe you are ready to 
comply with; from whencel collect, that 
you do not eſteem it ſo great a ſin to 
T make nem, anneceſſary Terms of Communion 
* as people may be apt to think from your 
= Writings ; or to preſcribe things artece- 
aently unneceſſary under the penalty of xo 
Communion without them ; nay, that it is 
your opinion, that Obedience to the Ge- 
5 ; 5 Yer nours 
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of CoNTORMIT Y. 


verndurs 4 the Church is reaſonable in ſuch 
caſes; an 


ſcriptions (call them impoſitions, or nem 
Terms of Communion, or Terms that contr a= 
dict the Terms Chriſt ſetled, or tranſ- 


 greſſions of the law of Charity, or what you 


pleaſe) is an ill - grounded and arreaſon- 
able ſeparation. Hard names alter not the 


nature of things; and for all the hard 


names beſtow'd upon theſe preſcriptions 
you do not like, I cannot imagine them 
any more contrary to the will of Chriſt, 
or the nature of his Relig ion, than thoſe. 
which you could have approv'd of, and 
on which you beſtow no hard words. 
From what hath been ſaid I think it is 
plain, that thoſe Governours of the Church 
do not ſin, or «ſe the power given them for 
edificat ion to deſtruction, who do not clog 
the inſtitutions of Chriſt with trouble- 
ſome and manifold impoſitions; who 
preſcribe what they eſteem to-be in it 
ſelf reaſonable and becoming; what is the 
' greateſt ſecurity to Religion, and the de- 
cencies of publick Worſhip; who have by. 
publick declarations prevented, and an- 
| {wered all the objeQtidns that the fcrupu- 
lous are. apt to entertain againſt __ 


d, conſequently, that a Separation 
founded upon an abhorrence of ſuch pre- 
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; It is plain that, according to your ſelves, 
in the Caſe of a Liturgy, the Scruples of 
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the numbers that think it a ſin to joyn 
with one are not to direct the Governours 
in their preſcriptions, or to over-ballance 
weightier reaſons. Here then you do not 


ſeem to think them chargeable with the 


ill conſequences of ſuch a command; or 
the command unlamful, becauſe it will ex- 
clude fo many from Church Communion. 
And yet J verily think, that all the argu- 


- ments produc'd againſt the other preſcri- 


ptions lye as hard againſt his. And I 
doubt not but many amongſt thofe whoſe 


common cauſe you plead, are of this opi- 


nion. But I ſpeak to you who are not 
averſe to ſuch a Command; and cannot 
but wonder how you could poſſibly a- 
gree with one anneceſſary impoſition ; and 
yet argue from ſuch principles againſt o- 


.thers, as lye directly againſt al, as well 
as ſome. 5 V 


Again, thoſe Governours who have or- 
der'd nothing, but what if all would ſe- 


_ Tiouſly comply with, is certainly for the 
good of the Church, have done their du- 
ty, and cannot be charged with ſin. And, 


ſuch we eſteem the things commanded. 
I do not think that you can name one 
| EE ſingle 
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of ConrorMITY. 


fingle ill conſequence, {hould all the peo- 


ple of the Land ſeriouſly endeavour to 


procure Sponſours for their Children; com- 


ply reverently with kzeelinz at the Com- 
munion; and ſubmit to have their Chil- 


dren figned with the ſign of the Croff af- 
ter Baptiſm ; and I am ſure I could name 
a great many good ones. Certainly that 


command is not unlawful, which, ifit be 
ſeriouſly obeyed: by all, procures many 
advantages, and brings not one diſadvan- 
tage to the Church. 


Neither is that command anlanfal 
which enjoyns a thing under a diſpro- 


portionable penalty. For if it be, then the 


 Governours of the Church can enjoyn 


nothing, neither this particular Time, nor 


this particular Liturzy. But they may 


do this, as you acknowledge; and yet 
the penalty to Him whoſe fault is only a 
{cruple about joyning with this Form, and 
communicating at this time, is ud Com- 
munion. Therefore you cannot think 


this ſufficient to make a command uplaw- 


ful. The plain ſtate of the caſe, in this 
point, appears to be this. They, to 


whom the Government of the Church is in- 


truſted, are to preſcribe what they judge 
fit in the ſervice of God, Re © 
Th n e 
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80 The Reaſonableneſs 
the beſt light they have; leaving ſuch 
perſons to God and their own conſcien- 
ces, as ſay they dare not comply With 
theſe preſcriptions. They are obliged to re- 
ſiſt irregalarit 75 diſorder, and an ignorant 
contempt of all authority. If any truly 
honeſt man be excluded Communion by 
this means, the Penalty is to be conſide- 
red, not as the puniſhment of the ſcru- 
ples of an honeſt man, (which he may 
7 r almoſt una voidably) but as a Ferce 
againſt Diſorder; as a ſtop to ſuch Er- 
rours as are againſt the Peace and Order 
of this ſociety; as a check to the deſigns 
of wicked and unchriſtian Men, who, un- 
der this pretence, and in ſuch good com- 
pany, are doing whatever they can to 
unhinge all, and bring confuſion and ru- 
ine into the Church. You muſt be ſenſi- 
ble from what hath been ſaid before, that 
there are caſes in which it is fit that Men, 
let them be never ſo honeſt, ſhould ſuf- 
fer thus for their errours, granting them 
to be unavoidable. But this is not to 
be charged upon the command, but upon 
their weakneſs, and the ill conſequences 
their Errours and miſtakes may carry a- 
long with them. I might cite Experience 
as well as Reaſon for this, but it is . 
7 „ 1 
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This leads us to conſider how a good, 
and underſtanding Perſon ought to be- 
hade · himſelf, when the Caſe happens, 
that ſome things are preſcribed in a Church 
which he himſelf thinks Iamful, but others 
pretend they do not; whether he ought 
himſelf to comply with theſe preſcriptions, 
and endeavour to convince others that 
they ought to do ſo too; or whether it is 
his Duty to inveigh againſt the Governoxrs 
of this Church, and add life and ſtrength to 
the unreaſonable ſcruples of others; to pa- 
tronize thoſe who ſeparate upon ground- 
leſs prejudices, and with groſs uncharita- 
bleneſs, or to plead againſt their unrea- 
ſonable and diſorderly practices; to main- 
tain an authority he himſelf acknowledges 
in the Church on other occaſions, or to 
countenance the utmoſt contempt and 
diſgrace put upon it. This we recom- 
mend to your ſober conſideration; and 
defire you to think how inconſiſtent it 
is, to argue againſt conformity from the 
ſcruples of others; and yet to pretend 
that you would have complied if the 
Terms of Conformity had been fram d to 
your minds. I ſuppoſe you are not fo 
weak as to think that, if all your Terms 
had been accepted, there would not have 
| FE. 
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3 been a number of Diſſenters in the land, 
who would have ſerupled to comply with 
them. Now, if the Scruples of theſe 
. perſons would not have been · a ſufficient 
argument againſt your Conformity upon 
your ow# Terms; why are they pleaded 
as à ſufficient argument againſt Confor- 
mity upon other Terms? If they be a 
ſuffictent argument againſt Conformity 
nom; why would they not have been, ſup- 
poſing your own Terms had been accepted? 
Nor do ſee any force in your obje- 
Abridement ction, that on the ſame reaſons the Biſhops 
p. 174. impoſe the Croſs and Surplice upon Mini- 
fert, they might bring in abundance of ce- 
remonies of the Church of Rome, which we 
Have caſt out; becauſe this will lye againſt 
the impoſition of every thing not abſo- 
lutely neceſſary, as well as thoſe two: 
and I find you could approve of the im- 
. poſition of ſome ſuch things. Wethink 
the behaviour, and apparel of the Mini- 
5 er who officiates, comes under the care 
18 of the Governonrs of the Church; and pre- 
—_- ſeriptions about them are a check to the 
extremes both of Iadecency, and ſuperſti- 
tious Pomp. We think they have autho- 
© - rity to fence againſt theſe, and to impoſe 
rules of behaviour in order to it. But 
T1990 SL then, 
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thority, when they introduce vain, ſenſ- 


think a ſeparation can be juſtified: Becauſe 
a ſeparation is of a great deal worſe conſe- 


an obligation to obey. And the pre- 


is not of half ſo much force, as the wit- 


, we think they go beyond th 


au> 


leſs; indecent ceremonies, or abundlauce of 


any ſort, to be a trouble and burthen, 


rather than a grace and beauty to Publick 
Worſhip. When the Church of England 
doth this, then it is time to complain, 
and open ſo yehemently againſt the abuſe 
of authority : And even then, I do not 


quence to both State and Church, than a 
compliance with authority in what had 
better not have been commanded. The 
Governonur may tranſgreſs his duty in 
commanding, and yet I may be under 


tence of witneſſing againſt his impoſctions 


neſſang againſt Publick Diſturbance and Diſ- 
_ 8 the 2 of Satan 

hath not burthen d the Publick wonſbip 

with the abundance of Ceremonies you ſpeak 

of; and ſince theſe mention'd wholly re- 
ſpect the Miiniſter; methinks an objection 
ſnould not be brought againſt thetn, the 
weakneſs of which appears at firſt ſight. 8 
For how does it follow, F the Biſhops haue 
authority to preſcribe two ceremonies, that they 
77777 cel G2 ( 


a ä 1 0 n . W N ns 1 e Ls, we" RR 9 ENT © , >= 
9 * 6 fl 29 , i waa at © 9 £ 88 n * * 2 1 = 7 * 4 8 CO TTY 2 4 1 

ä ri N 5 * > ds ; #2 CY * r 9 ä 1 i, + eat SEAS» TIS r ; Wr Y * 

a - * 9 . 8 N 9 2 ö . N * 2 WY es * r J 9 a N 5 a * 580 
1 5 * wo 2 . 1 Fs W een F WY = abode See 1 A ir, Oy PR 1 7 4 * BY Me Re 4 2 3 E 
0 * F n . 72 * 4 . EY * 5 wu * o 
7 * 8 BY \ - EN; F % © * 
* 5 * 4 # REES PI WE oY IMF | * 0 REP 2 * La . , 
* 2 A, * 
8 * % WS: I St . 8 * 


1 


== 


"The 1 Rea 3 7 
bave authority to preſcribe twenty? or, i they 


have not authority to burthen God's ſervice 
with ceremonies, that they baue not authori- 

ty likewiſe to preſcribe one or two? The fault 
Iies in the vanity, indecency, or number of 
things preſcribed; and if there had been 
nothing to be objected againſt the Romſh 
Ceremonies from theſe Topics, our Reform- 
ers would hardly have urged an abuſe of 
authority which might be in times to come, 


preſent time. 
Having ſaid what appear d to me rea- 

ſonable in defence of the authority b 

which theſe things were firſt preſcribed, 

1 ſhall add a word or two about the re- 


your heavieſt charge is founded, and 
which we are now treating of, are, | Spon- 
ſours at Baptiſm, The uſe of the Croſs af- 
ter Baptiſm, and Kneeling at the Commu- 
nion. I do not ſee but that I have ſhewn 


| thority to preſcribe theſe; as much autho- 
with which you could comply. So then, 


| ſufficient authority, an authority to which 
' obedience i in all lawful „ was due. 
The 


as an argument againſt an axthority at the 


taining. them. The poſitions on which 


| that the Governours of the Church had au- 
4 tity as they had to preſcribe other things 


| theſe things were once preſcribed by a 
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The perſons who ſucceeded. thoſe who 


firſt preſcribed theſe things found them or- 
der they thought upon good grounds; 


they found the ſcruples and prejudices in 
the people againſt them to have ariſen 


ſincè theſe things were ordered; and this 
without reaſon, and without foundation; 
they found many men of ſober under- 


ſtandings who had the meaneſt opinion 
of theſe impoſitions, allowing them either 
to be ſuch as were lawful in themſelves, 
or ſuch as would not juſtify a ſepara- 
tion; they found that the ſame argu- 
ments that were urged to prove it to be 
their duty to lay aſide theſe, might be 


5 | 
<3 


with as' much ſtrength urged. againſt 
others; and would as effectully prove it 


21 240 
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their duty to part with their Liturgy and 


any other preſcriptions, upon the ſcru- 


ples of the people: and not being willing 
to acknowledge they had no authority, 


or right, to inſiſt upon any ſcrupled thing 


that 1s not eſſential to the worſhip, or be- 


ing of a Church, they could not but think 


it proper to inſiſt upon theſe, rather than 
make ſuch an acknowledgment; they 


found, after all, that the advantage and 

union propoſed by the alteration of theſe 

| terms was likely to prove in the iſſiie 
9 5 G 3 none 
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none at all, unleſs other things of greater 
moment, and what they dared'not think 
of parting with, were removed allo. 
Thus therefore they argued, We find\the 
removal of three impoſitions demanded. up- 
on theſe two grounds, That We have no au- 
tßority to preſcribe ſuch things; and, that 
many ſcruple to comply with den, and'there- - 
fore cannot have communion with our Church. 
We bave examined theſe pretences, and we 
find, that all the arguments that are ſed 
_ againſt our authority in theſe. age lie as 
ſtrongly againſt it in other things, which 
many of the Deſſenting Miniſters themſelves 
ak have complied with. = We think that 
i we have authority to preſcribe what is not 
eſſential to the Chriſtian Church, We oug ht 
not to acknowledge we have not and we 
judge that if the ſcruples of the people, tho' 
wever ſo unreaſonable, be the meaſures of 
preſcribing, and altering ; there is as much 
reaſon, from this argument, to give up our 
Liturgy, „ and all Liturgies, as there is 
to give -up theſe other preſcriptions. I to 
ret ain the one, though it hinder many from 
Communion with us, 5 not unlam ful; 3 neit her 
is it unlamful or faful to retain the others. 
And by retaining them in oppoſition to thoſe 
who argue ſo unreaſonably, We ſhall aſſert 
that 


| „f CONFORMITY. 
that authority me are intruſted with; We 
ſhall teſtify againſt unwarrantable ſeparation z, 
We ſball give what check we can to thoſe prin- 
ciples which have brought ſuch confuſion and 
diſorder into this Church and Nation; and 
we ſhall reſiſt the defogns of evil men, who, 
as we judge, make uſe of the ignorance of 
ſome honeſt Chriſtians to overturn our whole 
conſtitution, and, under their ſhelter, .ſtrike 
at our very root and foundation. Thus, I 
think, the caſe might be argued, and I ſee . 
not what can be replied by Jon, who ar- 
gue upon the principles I have been now 
examining, But you may now ask, Are 
you then for no alterations? Yes, I am fully 
_ perſuaded there may be alterations made 
for the perfection and advantage of the | 
Church. I profeſs, I ſhall always plead 
| for ſuch as are ſo; and that ſo much the 
more, if they be ſuch alſo as are likely to 
reconcile any Diſſenters to it; nay, upon 
this account, I ſhall plead for ſuch as are 
not ſo, provided the Church receive no 
damage from them. But I cannot argue for 
any upon ſuch principles as appear to me to 
tend to abfurd, and unreaſonable alterations, 
as well as thoſe that are reaſonable. 
Hlaving thus ſhewn that the Gower» 
#0urs of the Church have authority to pre- 
. ſcribe 
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. The Reaſonableneſs 
ſcribe thoſe things which you ſo highly 
diſlike, as well as thoſe which you could 


| have complied with; having ſnewn from 
your ſelves that New Terms of Communion 


may lawfully be made; having remov'd 


your Objections taken from the penalty 
annexed, and from that unbounded zum- 


ber of Ipoſitions you fear may be brought 


into the Church upon the ſame grounds 
that #heſe are; I ſhall now obſerve, 


2. That St. Paul ſays _— againſt 
this in the 14th chapter to the Romans ; 
in order to remove your objection taken 


from thence. I find that you urge the 


157 verſes of this Chapter as an argument 
to prove that it is unlawful to enjoin 


4 Miniſters to deny the Communion to thoſe 


who will not receive it Kzeeling ; or, 
which is all one, to preſcribe Kneeling 


ſo, as that there ſhall be no Communion 


without it. But, . 
Fir, It is very unfair to apply what 


St. Paul ſays in one caſe, to caſes not at 
all parallel to it. St. Paul ſpeaks of ſuch 


groundleſs ſcruptes as were deeply rooted 


and fixed in the minds of ſome Perſons 


by the Religion they profeſs'd before their 
converſion to Chriſtianity z We ſpeak of 
ſuch ſcruples as have been infuſed into 


many 
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of ConrFormITY, 898 
many men's minds by the common Enemy ii 
as have been taken up and hotly-propaga- .. +» . il 
ted; ſince the thing it ſelf was comman © 
ded, and in oppolition to the Authority 
by which it was commanded. St. Pau 
ſpeaksof ſuch groundleſs ſcreples, and ſuch 
differences of Opinion and practice as are 
perfectly conſiſtent with their joining to- 
gether in one uniform manner of publick 
worſhip : and it is a little hard to argue 
from what he ſays of ſcruples of this na- 
ture, to what he would ſay of ſeruples 
which are wholly inconſiſtent with it. 
| He ſpeaks of perſons who, for what ap- 
pears, were perfectly diſpoſed to agree in 
the ſame Cufloms, and the fame behaviour, 
at the Communion z and what he would ſay 
of perſons who are not, we cannot judge 
from hence : but we may gueſs by ſome 
other places, that he was not ſo eaſie, or 
indifferent, in the matter of Decency, or 
Cuſtom, in the publick worſhip, as you would 
repreſent him; and that it was not his 
judgment, that Decency, and Cuſtom ſhould 
always yield to the weakneſſes of Men; 
but that they ſhould comply with Decency 
and Cuſtom. That He was not againſt 
preſcriptions relating to the behaviour 
of Chriſtians at the publick worſhip, is 
IN. pPlwk⸗ain 
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plain from thoſe preſcriptions He himſelf 
1. Cor. 11. laid down. Such as theſe; That Women 
4+ Cor. 13- ſhould be filent at publick Aſemblies, even 
in thoſe days when the revelation of the | 
Spirit was common: That Momen ſhould 
be veiled in the Church: merely becauſe 
theſe things were agreeable to the no- 
tions of Decency then in the world. That 
| the Prophets, who! had any thing reveled to 
| them, ſhould wait with een, and obſerve 
4 due order in their ſpeaking, merely to a- 
void any thing that looked like confuſiox in 
religious worſhip ; and the like. Theſe thew - 
that it could not be his deſign in the chap- 
ter now before us, to forbid the mak- 


any och reſcriptiont; for being a 

= of Is a he made 2 me 

- himſelf: and that it was his opinion that 
Governours may preſcribe for decency and 

order, is plain from thence. As you 
therefore argue from the example of St. 
Abriderent Paul who, being himſelf a Chnrch-Govern- 


N oun, commandecl not the =: he here 


ſpeaks of, but does in effect forbid the Go- 

* Dermours of the Church to command. then, 
to ſhew the unlawfulneſs of commanding 
thoſe things; ſo give me leave to argue | 

from the example of St. Paul, who being 
80 4 Church-Governour, did command 


bug 


= of ConNFormety. 
things of the ſame nature with thoſe" we: are 
ſpeaking of; did bimfelf lay. down rules 
for the regulating the behaviour of Chris 
ans in Public Aſſemblies; and» doth; in 
effect, give leave to Church-Gonernonrs 
to yreſeribe according to the rules of De- 
cency and Orden; give me leave, I ſay, 
from hence to argue, that it is lawful 
o Cas far as St. Paul's example can make it 
ſo) to preſcribe about the behaviour of 
Chriſtians at the ſolemnities of Religion ; 
that He no more thought, in hi Chapter, 
of ſcruples relating to men's behaviour at 
public Aſbembliets, than he thought of 
contradicting himſelf; and that the things 
He here ſpeaks: of, and thoſe We are 
| ſpeaking of, are ſo different from one an- 
other, that his rules about them may be, 
and are very different too. If, therefore, 
the example of St. Paul be a good argu- 
ment againſt the lawfulneſs of preſcrib- 
ing what men ſhall eat, and that they 
ſhall not be received to Communion unleſs 
they do eat it: let the example of St. Paul 
be eſteemed a tolerable argument for the 
lawfulneſs of laying down rules and pre- 
criptions about the behaviour of Chriſtians 
at publick Aſſemblies. That theſe preſcript: 
jons ſhould be laid afide, when they 
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come to be ſcurpled as unlamful, this 
chapter is as far from ſaying as any part 
of the Bible. It ſays indeed, You ought 
to receive thoſe who are ſo little inſtrued 
n the nature of Chriſtianity, and ſo preju- 
diced by their former education and prin- 
ciples, as to ſcruple things which are lawful, 
ſuch things as do not concern your cuſtoms, 
or behaviour at the publick Aſſemblies. But 
it ſays not, Loa ought to receive ſuch, tho 
they ſcruple to join with you in your cuſtoms 
and behaviour at religions Worſhip. It 
ſays not, Ton ought to receive ſuch as have 
taken up their groundleſs prejudices fence 
ſuch rules were laid down for their beha- 
our; ſuch as ſeem to be content ious ʒ ſuch 
as refuſe to comply in mere oppoſition, as too 
many do. It ſays indeed, You ſhall re- 
cerve Men, tho they will not conform to 
your preſcriptions and cuſtoms in what they 
eat at their own houſes :- but: it ſays not, 
Tou ſhall receive Men, tho they will not 
conform to your preſcriptions and cuſtoms in 
their behaviour in God's houſe. In fine, 
We may conclude from this Chapter, that 
St. Paul, at that time, thought it more 
| prudent to leave men even to their own 
unreaſonable humours in eating and drink- 
ing, than to interpoſe his authority to AM 
„ date 
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Wl late their own Tables; but we cannot con- 

dude from it, that he thought it a crime to 

uſe his authority to regulate their demean- 

| [ff our at the Lord's Table; that he thought 

it a ſin for Governours to interpoſe, or a 

duty in them when they had interpoſed, Fo 

. If to give up their preſcriptions, when they 

come to be ſcrupled. If you would argue 

t jy againſt preſcriptions from this chapter, * 

you muſt argue againſt preſcribing ſome- | 

thing as little relating to any fundamental 

t doctrine of Chriſtianity, or the behaviour 

of Chriſtians at public Aſſemblies, as Meat 

and Drink: and for any other ſort of 

preſcriptions, whatever ſervice other argu- 

ments may do, I ſee not how the chapter 

o can poſſibly be to the purpoſe. And this 

will appear more plainly to you from what 

I have to offer farther, and that is, 
Secondly; That if this . chapter. prove 

the. unlawkulneſs of preſcribing Kneeling 

Lat the Communion, Or retaining it when 

it comes to be ſcrupled; it proves as effe- 

Hually thę unlawfulneſs of preſcribing 

hat you your ſelves muſt acknowledge 
awful, and what you could have joined 

Prith. From whence we may infer, that 

If it prove not the unlawfulneſs of 

ne, neither does it prove the e 

5 1 T neſs 
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neſs of the other. Some inſtances I ſhall 
ſcribed, that Women: ſhould be felent in 
public Aſſemblies, merely becauſe it was | 
decent, and becoming that (tate. of ſub- a 
jection they ought to appear in. Our Go- 
vernonrs preſctibed Kneeling at the Commu- ill | 
nion, merely becauſe it was decent, and 
becoming the ſolemnity of that holy rite: 
arguing, that as we kneel to our Prince 
when we receive a Favour, a pledge of 
his Love, from him; ſo it is agreeable to 
all the notions and cuſtoms of Decercy 
we have, that we ſhould kneel when we 
receive the moſt ineſtimable pledge of 
Love from our great Lord, by the hands 
of his Miniſter. | Suppoſe now ſome Wo- 
men ſhould have en ſo weak as to 
have thought it unlawful to have obey- 
ed that injunction of St. Pauls, «think- 
ing they were conſtraind by the Spi- 
rit to ſpeak, and judging their ſilence 
to be a crime 3. (we have lived to ſec 
this and many as ridiculous. ſuppolt 
tions verified ) would you produce this 
fourteenth chapter to the Roxtans,' to prove 
that St. Paul was againſt preſcribing, of 
retaining any ſuch rule; or that theſe Per: 
ſons were to be received, and not cen- 
5 V ſured 
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e Conrormtry. ® 9 
ſuredꝰ and yet their crime is taking a law- 5 
ful thing to be unlamful. If you would not 
produce it againſt the lawfulneſs of pre- 
ſcribing th, tho ſome ſhould be fo weak 

as to think it nlamful; how can you pro- 
duce it againſt preſcribing Nueel ing mere- 
ly becauſe ſome think it nl amful? Once 
more; ſuppoſe our Governours had pre- 
ſcribed a Liturgy to your Minds, and a- 
mongſt others a Form of Prayer to be uſed 
at the Communion. Some, you know, and 
o Wl no inconſiderable number, have ſcrupled 
Joining with a Form as unlawful. Now 
e ſuch as theſe are as effectually excluded 
of Wl from the Communion by this preſcription, 
as if it were ſaid in expreſs terms, that 

none {hall be admitted, who will not join 
in this Form. Yet in the impoſing this, 
vou were ready to join. I ask, therefore, 
If this chapter command you to receive 
all whoſe crime is only the ſerupling a 
thing lawful as unlamful; with what con- 
ſcience could you have complied with 
this preſcription, which, according to you, 
muſt be flatly ſinful, and contrary to God's 
word, becauſe it doth as effectually ex- 
clade thoſe whom you ought to receive, 
as any other preſcription ? If it do not, 
hy could you not comply with other 
N e pre- 
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—_ preſcriptions. as well as this ? Why i is it 
= _. produced againſt others, and not againſt 
2 this ? Is a Form of Prayer nece ary. to 
the. due celebration of that religious rite? 
. Your practice ſhews you think it not 
| fo. Is a ſtated Form of Prayer not only 
lawful but decent? ſo is Kneeling. But! 
will urge no more on this Head. I can- 
not but think I have ſhewn both from 
St. Pauls example, and your own con- 
ceſſions, that this chapter ſays nothing 
againſt thoſe preſcriptions which con- 
cern the publick Worſhip z and that by the 
| weak in faith here is not to be under- 
ſtood every one who is ſo weak as to take 
a lawful thing for unlawful, unleſs in ca. 
ſes parallel to Meat an | Drink, I ſhall 
now add, - 
Thirdly, That Mr. Baxter's practice, and 
the ho ek of the Independents, is for, and 
not againſt ſuch impoſitions as are the 
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gainſt the Church. For the Independents, 
Wl . take Mr. Baxter's word, who repreſents 
them as ftrifer about the qualifications of 
1 Church members, than Scripture, Reaſon, or 
the Practice of the univerſal Church will 
allow. And if this be not to make nem un- 
| ſy Terms of Communion, and to 1 

5 thoſe 
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thoſe whom Chriſt has commanded them to 
receive, what is? Yet we obſerve with 
what brotherly affection you court them 
with what caution you open your mouths 
againſt #his in them, and with what heat 
you can inveigh againſt any thing like it 
in the Church of England; with what zeal 
you join with them, and with what zeal 
you ſeparate from us. But Mr. Baxter 
hath not only given us this account of the 
Independent e, but hath left upon record 


ſomething of himſelf ſo like what he cen- 
{ures ſo ſeverely in the Church of England, 


that, with all the niceneſs I am Maſter of, 


[ cannot ſee any difference between them, 


unleſs what ſerves to make Mr. Baxter 


much more liable to cenſure than the 
Church. We have it related for his ho- 


nour, as it ſeems, in his life. A Gentle- Abridg 
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man againſt whom he had no objection ® 39 WM 


on any other account (as far as itappears) 


deſired to communicate with Him; only 
He deſired to receive Kneeling, and at a 
diſtin time from thoſe others, whom He 
thought ſo guilty on ſome account or o- 


| ther, that he ſcrupled to join with them. 
g Suppoſing this to be a weakneſs ; one 


would bardly think it conſiſtent with Mr. 


Baxter'sway of arguing, that he ſhould be 
ET» tae H denied 
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Ihe Reaſonableneſs 
denied the Communion for it. But let us 
fee how Mr. Baxter dealt with him. Firſt, 
He would not give it him at all, unleſs 
he would ſubmit to diſcipline, and take him 

for his Paſtour: ſo that his Baptiſm and 
profeſſion of Chriſtianity, it ſeems, were 
not ſufficient to entitle him to the Privi- 
leges of a Chriſtian, unleſs he would ſubmit 
to what Mr. Baxter call d Diſc ipline, and 
take him for his Paſtour. Perhaps the 
Gentleman was perſuaded in his conſcience 
that the ejected Biſhop was his Paſtour; 
tho' Mr. Baxter had authority to admi- 
niſter the Sacrament to him. However, 
What reaſon was there from his ſcru- 
_ pling this, why he ſhould not be acknow- - 
leg d a Chriſtians What was there in 
this errour ſo contrary to any great de- 
ſign of the Goſpel, or the naturè of the Sa- 
crament, that he might not be admitted 
to it? Secondly, As to the Poſture, He 
would not give it him keeling, unleſs He 
would firſt hear his reaſons againſt it, and 
then profeſs, after he had heard them, that 
He thought it a ſin againſt God to receive it 
in any other poſture both which an ho- 
neſt man might ſcruple, and yet be fit 
tobe admitted to the Communion, From 
hence it appears of what moment Mr. 
Bi 2 | Baxter 
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Baxter thought an Uniformity in the po- 
Hure of the Receiuere, and how willing 
they qught to be to hear reaſons to bring 
them to it. But, Thirdly, As to the Time, 
He abſolutely refuſed to give it him at a 
diftia® Time from others, tho he ſcru- 
pled to xeceive it at the ſame time with 
them. Now here, if I be not miſtaken, 
are to be found the very crimes which 
are laid by you at the door of the (Church 
England; and ſomewhat more. In the 
firſ place, Here is an honeſt Chriſtian de- 
nied the Communion on the account of 

ſome ſcruples he might have, about ſub- 
- WW -mitting:to Mr. Baxter as his Paſtour, and to 
i 4 eps ſuch ſcruples as affected not 
his Ghroſtianity,' or his behaviour at the 
publick worſhip ; which ſeems to come ve- 
ry near the caſe determined by St. Paul in 

the fourteenth chapter to the Romans. In 
the Second place, He is denied the recep- 
tion of the Holy Sacrament in the man- 

ner which ſeems beſt to him, unleſs 

He will hear reaſons againſt it, and profeſs 

it be cannot honeſtly take it otherwiſe. That 
o- | is, he is denied it, if he ſhould be ſo W eak, 
and prepoſſeſs d, as to ſeruple what a man 

m n out of a great fegard to tlie 
ter H 2 | vet 
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yet remain a good Chriſtian. ' In the 
| of third place, a preſcription is laid down, 
8 You ſhall receive it at the ſame time with 
x thoſe others, tho you eſteem them' ſchiſ- 
matical, and diſorderly ; and the penal- 
ty here is No Communion. Now, tho it 
be neceſſary to ſet ſome time when the 
people ſhould meet their Miniſter, yet 
we cannot ſay it is any more neceſſary 
that all ſhould come at one time, than 
that all ſhould receive in one poſture ; 
nor do I ſee that this difference of time 
can poſſibly be the Occaſion of greater 
breaches and ſchiſmrs, than a difference of 
behaviour at the ſame time nay, I be- 
lieve there may be better reaſons found 
out for admitting companies, on ſome 
occaſions, at diſtin times, than for ad- 
1 mitting different geſtures at the ſame time. 
And, Ipray, what great breach, or ſchiſm, 
mw can we {ſuppoſe would have been made, 
had he admitted this Gentleman, and his 
Family, at one hour to the Communion, 
and the others at another & What great 
= ſchiſm, I ſay, more than was amongſt 
1 them already? Their opinions and hearts 
bh were as different already as they could 
be; and there was no hopes of their com- 
municating n „without greater 
; occal on 


8 of Co FORM ITT. 
occaſion given to heat and uncharitable 
cenſures. Had Mr. Baxter been ſure he 
ſnould have ſet all his people in flames; 
I ſee not how, according to his arguings 
againſt the Church, he could with a ſafe 
conſcience, deny the Communion to this 
Gentleman, were his ſcruples never ſo un- 
reaſonable, and weak. Now I have this 
charge againſt. this carriage of Mr. Bax- 
ter s. Here was a thing as unneceſſary 
as Kneeling enjoined; and that under the 
higheſt penalty, vis. No Communion. 
From whence I collect that it could not 
be Mr. Baxter's opinion that a Command, 
by having a diſpropoxtionable penalty an- 
nexed, betomes unlawful. Here were new 
Terms of Communion impoſed upon a Chri- 
ſtian, and as contrary to Chriſt's as the 
impoſition of Keeling can be. Chriſt 
ſays, as you think, Receive a Chriſtian; 
tho he be ſo weak as to.take things law- 
| ful for unlawful; yet Mr. Baxter refuſed 
a Chriſtian, whoſe only crime it was to 
be ſo weak. From whence I conclude 
that when he was a Governour himſelf, it 
was not his judgment, that it was unlaw- 
ful to lay down ſuch ;preſeriptions, as do 
indeed become New Terms of Communion 3 
that it was not his judgment that St. 
A . P. 
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4 Paul, in tlie fourteenth to the Ro- ors; pale 
of ſuch ſcruples as reſpect the public won. 
ſoip; or underſtood by the'weak in Faith, | 
every perſon who was fo weak as to Judge 5 
4 lawful thing to be unlawful; For we fee 
ſuch a weakneſs may be of that conſequence, 0 
in Mr. Baxter's opinion, as that the per- 
ſon who is ſo weak ouglit not to be recei- 
wed to Communion. Upon this I cannot 
help making this reflex ion, that the diſ- 
pute between Us and Ton is not, whether 
there ſhall be any impoſitions or no, but 
whether they fall be ſuch as Our or 
Tours; whether the Biſhops ſhall preſctibe 
what they think fit, Or whether every par- 
ticular” Miniſter ſhall be left to himſelf, to 
make what Terms of Communion he thinks 
wt | fit; to receive, or feject whom he pleaſes, 
x an on what condition he judges proper. 
I is too plain this will be the Fee 
of Wreſting this power out of the Bj 
hands; and that this is the practice w 22 
ever a ſeparate Miniſtry is ted and we 
leave it to all the world to judge, whether 
the Biſhops have not as much tight to 
make theſe Terns, ds every Puſtoum and 
Otrate; and whether the CHiſtiam world 
pe more likely to ſuffer by al Mzifters 
HR" according | [te * Preſcriptions, 
7 than 


and =: 


> pad. r YV. 


of Conrentiey, 


than by their acting according to their 


own humours and N paihons and 
prejudices. © 
Thus have I carefully conſidered the 


Caſe of Impoſitions, which ſeems to be the 


reat hindrance 1n your way to Confor- | 


wity ; and have choſen to argue with you 


upon this matter chiefly from your own. 
oonceſſions, and your own practices; which 


appears to me to be ſo Mn a me- 


thod, that I cannot but that you 
will once more review this part of your 
cauſe; and that, in arguing againſt the 
imnpoſſtiont of the Church of England, you 
will either ſhew us, that you allow no 
ſuch impoſitions, either in your deelara- 
tions, or practice; ; or elſe reaſon againſt 
them from ſuch principles, as conclude 
not againſt all as well as ſome. Till you 
do this, we muſt think, either that you 
are not ſincere in drawing up this heavy 
charge againſt the Church, while you 
allow and practice the very thing you 
condemn ; or that you are not ſenſible 
whither cheſe een eu Se. 


ee, 226 


6. K 2 Reaſon hy you cannot 


font, — and Subſeription wauld- be 
H4 "en 


as Miniſters is; becauſe-thrs A 
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„ The Regfordblewſe,, || 
2423 allowance and approbation of that affer- | 
tion, that Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, ti 
are three diſtin Orders in the Church by a 
Divine Appointment. By Divine Appoint- | 2 
ment, you add your (elves: For all that T 
the ſentence, which you quote, ſays, 1s ſe 
that theſe Orders have been in the Church ot 
from. the Apoſile's times and all that you tl 
can ſhew certainly to be implied in any bt 
of the Prayers in the Ordination-office is, n 
that God hath appointed divers Orders of tl 
Miniſters in his Church. And you not on- pl 
ly add this, but you wholly alter the form in 
pf that ſentence in the Preface to the Or- Ca 
diuation-oſſice, on which you ground this c: 
objection; and ſeem to me to miſrepreſent is 
the plain defign and intent of it. For / 
there is ſome difference I think, between Na 
| theſe two ſentences. | Biſhops, Prieſts, and 2 
Deacons, are three diſtin. Orders in the tl 
Church, by Divine Appointment z and, from Ml 
the Apoſties time, there have been theſe a: 
| Orders ä in Chriſt's Chur ch, "Biſhops, P rieſts, B 
and: Deacons. The former of theſe is yours; 0. 
and leads people to think, that the prin- 
cipal intent of this ſentence you ſeruple, 
was to lay it down for an undoubted d 
ate three diſtinet Orders (iu the molt I 
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ſtrict ſenſe. of that word, and in oppoſi- 
approve of that word taken in ſo ſtrict 
2 ſenſe) and that by Divine Appoint ment. 
The Latter is the ſentence, as it is expreſ- 
ſed by the Church it ſelf; and the deſign 
of it is plainly no more, but to ſignify, 
that Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, have 
been in the Church, from the very begin- 
ning, diſtinguiſhed from one another by 
their peculiar; offices. But if you take a 
pleaſure in repreſenting, and underſtand- 
ing every thing in the way which to you 
carries moſt difficulty along with it, we 
cannot help it. Thus, another difficulty 
is made, that theſe Orders are ſpoken of as 
W /everal offices; tho, how Biſhops,” Prieſts, 
and Deacons, if they be ſpoken of, either 
as three Orders, or as three Degrees in 
the ſame Order; how, I ſay, they can 
poſſibly be ſpokep of any otherwiſe than 
as ſeveral offices, I ſhall never apprehend. 
But I have two things to anſwer to this 
„ woe 5 en ogg es - 
1. Neither Aſſent and Conſent, nor Sub- 
ſcription; oblige yau to agree to every in- 
dividual ſentence in the Prefaces, and Ru- 
brics, belonging to the offices of the Church. 
Eee SORE Pere and. 
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The „ Nes) 
here ſay it again, that Aſent and Conſent 


refer to nothing but the »/e of theſe Forms 
in publick miniſtrations : and that ſub- | 
feription cannot reaſonably be extended 


to this Book of Common Prayer, & c. in any 
other ſenſe, than as it is a Book directing 


him who officiates, as to his behaviour, 


and the Prayers he is to uſe 3 and doth not 
appear to ha ve been intended for anything 
farther. Beſides, if it were deſign d to ex- 


tend to every particular ſentence of no re- 
lation to ſe, it affects not the matter now 


before us; for the effect of it is this, that 


this Book "containeth nothing contrary to the 


word of God.” Now I hardly think that 


any thing can be produced out of the 
word of God, to which this fentence is 


contrary. For there is no Text of Scri- 
pture which ſays this is not evident, Gio. 
nor is there any thing in Scripture from 
whence it may be plain * that this 
is a falſe ne tn, iſhops, Prieft t and 
Deacons have been in the Church 5 n the 


Apoſtles days. There is no paſſage in the 


New Teſtament” that either forbids that 


there ſhould be ſuch Orders, or fays that 
there were not. Butt 
Conſens, fon 


2. Suppoſing this Aﬀent, 


Subſeri Hon, did 1 to erery ſuch ſen- 


_ tence 


very hard and utireaſonable. Wen it is 
Said, Tha i, evident to all diligent rea- 
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tenes as tig; yet B fee nothing im your 
objections' s againſt this, but what fees 


ders, can any one imagin that the in- 
tent of this is, that it is impoſſible any 
ſueh Hound ever doubt of it? or that = 
thing mort was deſigned, than to ſigrliſte. 
chat ik Was 4 Plat much 7 Shonld we dels 
thus with all ſuch expreſſions, what could 
we hear that would pleaſe us? Suppoſe 
it ſhould be ſaid, I is evident to all Mer 


Liiligently reading Holy Scripture, that our 


Sæviour exiſted Jefore he was born of the 
Virgin Mary; would you ſcraple to ſibe 
;ribe to this, becauſe the Sei, who 
have diligently read Holy Scripture, fay 


Ithey cannot find it there? I believe the 


objection would never have enter d into 
your heads. Nothing is more uſual than 
ſuch forms of ſpeech; and nothing more 
unreaſonable, than to paſs by the principal 
thing intended by them, and to argue a- 
gainſt the manner of expreſſing them 
taken in a Hteral Senſe, hen it is always 
guratipe. We muſt be ſenſible, there are 
many catifes'W N very conſiderable men 
ſometimes miſs very p ain truth; z and if 
W Arne 'of A ths ira de trath, 
7: becauls 
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allowable. Wasthis ſentence deſigned to 
caſt a reflexion upon any learned or judi- 
_ ciows, men? Tou cannot think it was 


becauſe Caluin, or Bexa, or Bloudell. or Cal. 


them down as Nin, and call them Fool. 
as much, and as effectually this way, as 


the manner of expreſſion, quite Contrary 


Church. from the. Apoſtle. dase, Now 
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waſius, or Cartwright, or Seiden, or any | 
others did not think it plain; and argue 
from hence againſt agreeing to it, we 
ſhew more regard to great names than i is 


Do you make any ſcruple of differing of- 
ten from them? Jou know you do, not; 
Im ſure you ought not. Do not you ru 


you can do by Subſcribing this? Jet you 
— think that a good argument a. 
gainſt judging as you think fit. Is not 
the principal deſign of a ſentence to be 
regarded, and the anner of expreſſion to 
be interpreted according to »ſe, and not 
according to the letter? yet here you take 


to what you do in common ſe; and draw 
obzections from this mauner Ca e ſion 
ſo 1 1 1 8 | 

As to the. thing intended in | this. ſen- 
tence, . it is plainly Rae 3 Biſhops, 
Priefts, aud Deacons, baue been in the 


TO Keogh hath been very much 8 


85 „ ſince 
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ſance the reformation; and the unhappy 
neceſſity ſome Learned Men imagined 
e. themſelves under, to contradict and ob- 
eſcure it; and the deſire they had that it 
s ||| ſhould not appear of great conſequence, 
o. || hath helped mightily to the clearing it. 
;- | Arch-biſhop Uſher may very well appear 
s. in the head of thoſe who have added great 
f. evidence to. this propoſition. If he dif- 
> fered from other Epiſcopal men, the dif- 
in I ference may well be thought verbal and 
1; I not real; if we conſider the ſervice he hath 
as done to Epiſcopacy, in oppoſition to the 
du Presbyterians. Biſhop Pearſon and others 
followed. Dr. Hammond's Diſlertatioris 
againſt Blondell (faith Mr. Chillingworth 
who uſes not to ſpeak unreaſonably) e- 
ver were anſwered, and never will. Mr. 
Chillingworth himſelf thinks the proof of 
this truth amounts to ſuch a demonſiration, 
as can never be evaded. He produces 
ſeveral' Presbyterians allowing, that from 
the Apoſtle's days there was in every City 
one Perſon, who had priority of Order, and 
ſuperiority of Power and Authority over o- | _, 
ther Presbyters. Mr. Baxter himſelf thinks p. = 
it evident that in the Primitive Church 

there was a Superiority over Paſtoure main- 

tain d not only by the Apoſtles. and Euange- 


lifts, 
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leſts, but by | ather general "unfixed Church. y 
 lofficersy and, as to. fixed Biſhops of. parti- 
enlar Churches, ſuperiour in degree to Preſ- 
ters, | that the reception of them. in all 
Churches was early and general. He is 
pleaſed to add, there is nothing favouring 
theſe in Seripture. No in the ſentence 
before, he acknowledgeth that it appears 
from Seriptare that there was a ſuperiority 
of one over many Paſtours 3 Hot Only 
of the Apoſilec, but of others commiſſion- 
ed by them. From whence I conclude, 
that there is in Scripture a great deal to 
favour this Superiority (even according to 
erde and nothing againſt a #xed 


i 3 


xperiour.. Now the principal part of the 
Queſtion here is, Whether Yuperiour or 
no, not whether fixed or unſixed ; tho 
+1 muſt obſerve, upon this part of the 
Qusſtiom alſo, that this very early, and 
uniderſal reception of fixed Biſhops (which 
Mr. Baxter confeſſes) is it ſelf a good ur 
gument, that there were ſuch conſtitute! 
8 the Apoſtles themſelves; and that the 
-conftitution of ſuch was judged moſt 2. 
greeable to their mind. How elſe can we 
Hmagine:that the reception of them ſhould 
be ſo niuerſal, and ſo early, that you 
-cannot name the place, or time, from — Py 
EK. | | Vel | 
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þ JVery days of the Agſtler, in witich they - 


are not found? Nor, in the matter before 
us, doth it ſignify much, whether the Seri- 
ptures inſtituted any particular form of 
Church-Government, in contradliction to any 
other or no tho, if you will follow 
Mr. Baxter, you muſt think they did. The 
point is, whether in fad there were in 
thoſe early days, B:ſhops, Prieſts and Dea- 
cons. Mr. Baxter ſays there were. And 
they were ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed from 
one arſother. As Deacons were not Prieſts, 
ſo all Prieſts were not.Biſhops. The Bi- 
ſhop was the ſuperiour, and had his Preſ- 
byters under him. So that, as to the pe- 
culiar Office of Biſbops, in the main here 
is no difference; and an agreement in the 
whole matter deliver d in this propoſition 
that Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, in the 
ſenſe that we all underſtand: thoſe words 
in, were in the Church from the very be- 
ginning. And what if they be called Or- 
ders by others? If you acknowledge the 
very thing which is meant in this ſen- 
tence, why ſhould this word trouble you; 
I think it a very proper word: but if 1 
did not, yet if I acknowledged what 
Mr. Baxter does concerning Biſhops and 
Priefts, I could never anſwer to my _ 
was ohm 
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the ſcrupling this ſentence becauſe they 


are called Orders. If any other word had 


been here uſed, let it be Degrees, or what 


you pleaſe, the like Cavils exactly might 


have been made againſt it, by any who 
would have been at the pains to do it. 
Thus much for your principal Reaſons 


againſt the Aſent and Conſent, and Sub- 
ſfeription, required in the Church of Eng- 


land. Let us now proceed to ſome others 
you propoſe of leſſer conſideration ; yet 
ſuch, - as ſeem to you ſufficient fo keep 
you from Conforming as Miniſters. As, 
1. You cannot conſent to pronounce al 
ſaved, that are buried, except the Unbaj 


tix d, Excommunicate, and Sel . Murt hereri; 
as, you ſay, all Conforming Miniſters are 


obliged to do. In return to this objection, 
I ſhall not trouble you or my ſelf with 


ſearching out ſome poſſible ſound ſenſe, 


in which ſome of the Paſſages in the B. 
rial Office, againſt which you except, may 


be underſtood. For could I ſhew you, 
that God may be ſaid to take even a very 
wicked man away mercy; and that we 


may give him thanks for it, in a juſt ſenſe; 


yet I do not love to go againſt the fir 
.defign of ſuch pablickforms; and, after all, 


thongh thoſe expreſſios might _—_ 


2 8 A. ͤ T:... te. in ies ai 


* oben. 


be uſed gf perſons of whom we had * 


the leaſt reaſoñ to hope well; yet theſe 
words, As our hope is this our Brother doth, 
in the laſt Colle, can in no ſenſe be ap- 
plied to ſuch. It muſt, therefore, be o-] 


ed, and it is too plain to be denied, that 
in ſuch caſes as you mention, of en cut 


off in the midſt of notorious ſins, Drunkenneſs 


Adultery, Murther, &c. this Office is wholy 


improper: and ſure, we need not doubt 


but that at length ſome regard will be 
had to the repeated deſires of many of 


the beſt Defenders of the Church; and 
this Haun of obje#ion againſt it wholy 


removed. In the mean While, 1 have 


ſomewhat farther to offer to you. 

Only before I do that, I muſt take 
ſome notice of #wo thing which I think 
unreaſonable in your management of this 


Head of accuſation. 1. In that ſentence; 


God hath taken the Soul of our departed 
Brother to himſelf, you will interpret thoſe 


words, to himſelf, as if they certainly ſig- 


niſied, to happineſs; when they are ca- 
pable of: another Lenne; and a ſenſe that 
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is juſtifiable by what Solomon faith of Eccl. ra. „. : 1 | 


Death" with reſpect to all men. Ten 


| ſhall the duſt return to the earth as is war? 


U the' ſpirit ſhall return unto God who 
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body of a wicked man, to ſay thus, 


that th 
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gaue it. If the Spirit of all men may, in 


a ſound ſenſe, be ſaid to feturm fo God; 


then it may alſo be ſaid, in a ſound ſenſe, 


that God takes to himſelf the Spirits of all 


men, when they die. The ſame interpre- 
tation that we fix upon the one, we may, 
with equal jiiſtice, fix upon the other; and 


if the oze be a true propoſition, ſo is the 


other; the ſame objections lying againſt 


the manner of expreſſion in both. 
2. You deal very hardly with this ſen- 


ſure and certain hope of the reſurreFion. unto 


eternal life, G. Thele are the words in 


ſtians may not be allowed, when we commit 
2 body to the ground, even ſuppoſing it the 

12 com- 
mit not this body to the earth as men who be- 
lieve the bodies thus laid in it ſhall remain 
there for ever ; but as perſons fully perſuaded 


all men at the laſt day (which is, Lam ſure, 
the true interpretation of thoſe words) it 
is very hard. But here I find theſe. words, 
4 @ happyreſurrediov, put inſtead of the reſur- 
rection, for what reaſon I cannot certainly 
tell: and it is affirmed that this muſt ne- 
ceſſarily refer to the dead perſon, and Hat 


Is 4 2 * Fo * os wither... : 
PEST x 5 S y 4 3 
3 e. eb er Se 
N 12 ²˙ 0 ION FOOR 
. r 
Ds IE, WWW 
= "TM IDLE © N ” iy 
Web 9 TE 


tence, Me commit his body to the ground in 


re will be areſurreFion of the bodies of 


ke. | A. amb A r r 0%. "WE. TC RL RIF 1 rn n IR 


> Cook try, 


10 0 to ſignify a certainty of 4 a happy re re- 


ſarreFion to him, becauſe, in one of the 
following Prayers, we pray, that we may 


er doth, We are told, this puts it ont 
of doubt. 1 can do nothing here but ap- 
peal to the words, as I have tranſcribed 
them from the Common Prayer Book, and 


to that interpretation I have given of 


them; which indeed is ſo natural, that I 
never could frame any other to my ſelf: 
and muſt leave the Reader to judge, whe- 


ther this be a good way of reaſoning g5 rea 


membring that the word Hope may be 


ufed, Wha we are remoy'd many degrees 
rom Confidence, and are upon the very 


borders of Fear; but that the words, ſure 
and certain hope," cannot be uſed but in 


the caſe of a confident expect ation without 
the leaſt Aoubt or fear in it. This is the 


caſe. In a Prayer at ſome diſtance from 
this ſentence the Church hopes (which, 


in the loweſtfenſe of the word is far from : 


rertainty,) that this perſon reſts i zn Chriſt. 
Now, how doth his put it out of doubt, 
that, in chi. ſentence, committing bis body © 
t the ground, in ſure and certain hope o 

the tefarretion 10 eternal life? Ge. The 
Church maſt" neceſſarily refer to his par- 
1 5 8 2 ticular 


reſt in Chriſt, as our hope ir this our bro- 
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ticular e 8 and Genify by. 
theſe words. a confident aſſurance of his 
happy reſurre&tion ? The uſing. of this 
Ki in the Jaſt Prayer is ſo far from put- 
ting this out of doubt ; that it does not ſo 
much as make it probable : : nay, there not 
being other evidence for this, it appears 
to me rather to prove the contrary. For 
if, the Church, where it undoubtedly 


. ſpeaks of the dead perſon, make choice 
of a word which may be uſed where-ever 
we have not certain demonſtration. it. 
he 1s incapable of Salvation; this leads us 


to think that if words be here uſed, im- 
porting no leſs than the High aſſurance 


aud moſt confident. expacfation; they were 
not PTY: to refer to the Salvation of 


this particular perſon; tlie one being ap- 
plicable to a vaſt number of perſons, of 


| : whom the other cannot. poſlibly be uſed. 


But tho this be utterly, inſufficient to pur 


your interpretation beyond doubt, yet I 
think verily. I. can produce ſomething 
which, if you be truly willing to ac- 


knowledge it, will put it beyond doubt, 


that the interpretation I Have. given is 
both agreeable to the words, and intend- 


ed by Our Church ; and. that 155 the alte- 


ration of this ſentence: a8 it is to be uſed 
at 
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of Conrokmrty. 


| "i the burial of the dead. at Sea © zuck 1 


do not ſee how you can deny the ſame 


ſenſe to be intended i in both. We thexe- . 
fore commit his body to the deep, to be turn- 


ed into corruption, looking for the reſur- 


ſhew, that the meaning which you have 


thought of by thoſe who drew it up. 
Having talen notice of theſe two things 


whit T have farther to offer upon ths 
Head is this, that I do verily think that 
© Miniſter i in the Church of England is un- 


der no obligation to uſe theſe eæpreſſions, 


which are the ground of your objection, 
in ſuch caſes as you mention; over no- 
torious, incorrigible, impenitent, Adul- 
ferens, Drunkards, BI aſphemers, Martherers, 


or the like: nor ever likely to ſuffer the 


leaft inconvenience for ozitting them. 1 
deſign not by this to teach any perſons to 


play with what ought to be ſacred amongſt 


from it: and if what I now ſay cannot 
be demoſtrated to be perfect fy conſiſt- 
1 With all the obligations a 


forming. 
2 3 W 


* 


rection of the body, and the life of the world 
to come, G c. Compare the two.Forms to- 
gether," and ſee if this do not plainly 


. fo poſitively affixed to the other was never 


_ Chriſtians ; or to make light of Declara- 
Hons and Subſcriptions, I hope I'am far 
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Miniſter. is under, I here renounce it as. 
4 as J have ſaid it. I deſire then, it 
ay be conſidered. 1. That the omi(fion 
heſe ſentences, in ſuch caſes, is not 
Fr to. the original deſign of the 
Church in preſcribing this form; but more 
agrecable 1 to it than the # ES ng them, 1 
find it almoſt unanimoully affirmed by 
as great Writers as any that have appear- 
ed in this cauſe, that this office ſuppoſes | 
ſuch diſcipline in the Church, that 85 no- 
torious and incorrigible finners ſhould be 
excommunicated, and ſo incapable of this 
office. If this be ſo, and yet no ſuch di/- 

+ cipline exerciſed ; to what part of his 
charge, to what part of his vow is He 
falſe, who either denies the office to thoſe, 
of whoſe acceptance with God there can- 
not be the leaſt hape; or omits theſe ex- 
preſſions which render this office ſo impro- 
per on ſuch occaſions ?. I deſire. it may be 
. remembred, that I am 1 ys Siu 
raging” any. perſons to judge hardly © 
hk Fre nn ; but — only of fuch 
«caſes, where it is moſt apparent, and un- 
deniable, that there is no ground for the 
loweſt degree of Hope. Suppoſing there- 

fore a Man cut off in the midft of ſuch 

"3 Ra. as n , Blaſphemy, Swearing, 

7 Drunk: 
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Cod rORMIrT＋. 
Drunkenneſs, without the leaſt ſign of Re- 


theſe expreſſions defign'd for him? Can 


the Canon which reſpects this, be ſuppo- 


ſed to command the ſe of this form, any 


_ otherwiſe than as it was deſigned by the 


Church? Do any of our Goverzonrs, or did 


they ever inſiſt upon obedience to the let- 


ter of this Canon in fuch caſes? not as I 
know of 5 and if they did, I ſhould ven- 


ture any penalty rather than obey: be- 
cauſe my conſcience would not let me 
ſay, I hoped the dead ae, reſts in Chriſt, 


when there cannot be the leaſt ground 
for Hope; and becauſe I cannot reconcile 
ſuch an obedience with the obligations I 
am under to the Church. But, as for 
omitting what was never intended-by the 
Church for ſuch. occaſtons, I could do it 
with a very. eaſy confcience : having by 
no vom, declaration, or. ſubſcription, as I 


apprehend, obliged my ſelf to the uſe of - 
any. thing againſt the plain intent of that 


Church in which I miniſter. And did it 
appear, that it was the deſign of this 


Church, and of the Governonre of it, to 


oblige thoſe-who miniſter in it to declare 
in publick, that they hope common Swear» 
ers, Drunkards, Adulterers, Murtherers, 
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pentance, or acceptance with God; were 


\ | S 


14 Blaſphe. 


"Ihe Woh 7 


Blaſphemers that ſuch as theſe, I ſay, dy- 
ing without any ſign of acceptance with 


God, reſt in Chriſt; what man, who had 


the leaſt ſenſe of Religion, could conform 
as a Miniſter : 2 But, 2. You tell us here 
of fome Conforming a, 1 who will 
not allow this office to Diſſeaters, under 
the Notion of Schiſmaticks. Upon the 
authority of theſe perſons then, this office 
may certainly be denied to ſome who are 
not actually excommunicated. For, as they 


deny it to ſome Diſſenters, who, they 


think, ought to be excommunicated, whe- 
ther they be or no: ſo it may reaſonably, 
and upon the ſame foundation, be denied 
to notorious and incorrigible Drankards, 
Adulterers, and the like, tho' they be 
not actually excommunicated. Nothing is 
plainer than that ſuch as theſe ſhou'd be 
diſowned by all Churches, and not eſteem- 
. Ed as Chriſtians. This is a Canon of 
St. Pauls, of as long ſtanding almoſt as 
5 the Goſpel itſelf. And certainly, no Church 
_ that ſpeaks any thing of Excommunication, 
can be ſuppoſed not to deſign that noto- 
rious, incorrigible Adulterers, Murthe- 
rers, and: the like, ſhould be excozumu- 
wicated, as much as it deſigns that any 
* ſhould. If therefore this * may 
be 


eben. 

be denied to any others, certainly it may to 
theſe : and if the office may, then alſothoſe 
expreſſions in it Which make it ſo improper: 

In one word, what I eſteem truly ſa- 
tisfactory on this Head is this; Jou may 
be Mzniſters in the Church of England with- 
out obliging your ſelves to ꝝſe this office 
over ſuch impenitent wretches as you 
mention; for neither Aſent and Conſent; . 
nor Subſcription can refer to it any other- 
wiſe than as it was deſigned by the 
Church, Lou may iniſter in the Church 
of England, preach, exhort, inſtruct, do 


N 


all imaginable good to the Souls of Men 
for many years together, (for your whole 
lives, if you pleaſe,) without being ob- 
liged to uſe this office over any, either 
good or bad. And I remember the eje- 
Wed Miniſters lomewhere ſpeak, as if 
they ſhould have been contented, if they 
could have been Preachers only in this 
Church, + But farther, if you ſhould take 
a Cure of a Pariſh upon you, and perform 
all the offices of a Miniſter in it, perhaps 
theſe caſes. you mention, may not hap- 
pen; and if they do happen, I am per- 
ſuaded you may omit theſe improper ſemr. 
#ences,, without being falſe to any part of 
your truſt; and without ſuffering any 
. 5 __. MICONE 
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Reaſonableneſs 
inconvenience for ſo doing. And after 
this, I think you cannot ſay, or think, | 
with any juſtice, that you cannot con- 

form as Miniſters without pronouncing all 
who are buried, ſaved, let them be never 
fo wicked, and never ſo void of all ſigns 
of acceptance with God. And if you can 
conform without this, then this objection 
„ ti 1 t 
2. Jon cannot conſent to a falſe Rule for 
finding out Eaſter-day. Lou truly fay, 
that this 3s but a Trifle - yet, I ſhall neg- 
le& nothing which I find ſeriouſly pro- 
poſed as an argument againſt Conformity, 
And, in anſwer to this, I ſhould not doubt 
to ſhew, that ſuppoſing this Rule falſe, 
a Man may with a very ſafe conſcience 
both declare his Aſſent and Conſert, and 
Subſcribe were there any neceſſity of 
making this conceſſion. But this I omit 
for a better reply; which, if you find it to 
have truth in it, muſt for ever remove 
this reaſon of Non- conformity. And that 
is, that this is wholly founded upon a 
miſtake of your own, The Rule neither 
contradias the Table in the Common - 
Prayer Book, nor the Common Almanacks, 
which agree with the Table. Only the 
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thing is chis; you judge of the Moo _ 


7: Contormirty. 


© Ithe Common Amanacks, which are there 
k Iſet down according to the reformation; 


1 of the: Kalendar; 5 we the Rale ſpeaks of - 


the Moons, as they are to be found in our 
er own Kalendar, according” to the account 
1s in uſe before that reformation, when this 
n | Rule was firſt ſetled. Now, tho the New 
n and Full Moons, in our Kalendar, be not 


ſo a greeable to the Moon in the Heavens, 


z Jas the Nem and Full Moons in the Alara- 
nac lis, yet it is hard to judge of the falſi· 
ty of a Rule which reſpects the Moons in 
one account, by the Moons in another 


Os. it aright. The Table agrees with 
perfectly ; for it only tells what day 
of TE month Eafter-day always falls, ac- 


Ithe Almanacks is the ſame that it is in the 


dy the Kalendar in the Common Pra yer 
Book : nor is.it worth while to ſay any 
Fung more upon this Head, 


Leſſons © 


c. and therefore cannot conform 


* 
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account. The Rule is true if we under- 


cording, to that Rule; 1 Eaſter- day in 


Lable. And ſo both ſay nothing but what 
the Rule it ſelf directs. I need not tell 
you how to ſind the New and Full Moons 
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3. Ton cannot agree ta read Apocryp bai 


bas Miviſters,, In anſwer: to what you ſay. 
under this Head, I. hal: pot g againſt 
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my own judgment ſo much as to plead 
= for the retaining any one thing in the 
= publick ſervice of the Church, that is Juſt 
= Ty ſuſpected to be fabulous. Nor ſhall I 
- now enquire, whether all the ſtories here 
mentioned be fabulous or no: but ſhall 
1 only at preſent argue thus. Ts it 5 
== ful'to read any Books in the Church, 
which there are very many uſeful ie 5 
cellent things, as well as ſome few rela- 
tions ſuſpected to be fabulons 2 Is it un- 
lawful to tell one of theſe ſtories in the 
Pulpit, or a ſtory the truth of which may Mit 
be as much fuſpected as any of theſe? It Why 
is notorious that this hath not been ſcru- 
_ pled by many who have ſerupled the o- 
ther: And yet, if #h7s be not unlawful, nci- 
ther is the other; and if it be not ul an 
. it may be complied A 
I deſire it may be conſidered alſo, that 
= 4.6. Our Church hath fuffciently, and openly, 
1 declared what a diſtinction ſhe puts be- 
Wo tween theſe Apocryphal Books, and thoſe 
1 which are Canonical; that no Chapter out 
of theſe Books is appointed to be read in 
the Service for Sundays ;' that theſe Books 
are full of mi6ſtexcallettleffits and inſtru- Nec 
ctionss full of ſuch inſtructions“ as it is ua 
1 for the People to be acquainted | 


With; 
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with; that they have been always high- 
d Wy eſteemed. in the Church; 3. and that on 
C Kaſs days. they are read in the Church, 
- here are alſo leſſons out of the Nem Te- 
ament appointed with them; and all 
© things neceſſary for the publick Service 
ll Wof Cod. Nor can Ithink, that you judge 
it a n to read theſe Books in the Publick 
Service of God, as the Church of England 
hath declared they ſhould be read, viz. 


ners, but not to eſtabliſb any doFrine. And 
if it may be done without ſia; certainly, 
it were much better to read à great ma- 
ny uſeful things, and amongſt them a fa- 
ulous.{torys once or twice in a year, 
han to divide the Church under this Pre: 
ee. 
But you argue not only. againſt read- 
ng thoſe. parts of the Apocrypha which 
you ſuppoſe to be fabulous, hut againſt 
hat you acknowledge to be valuable in 
t alſo, repreſenting theſe books as read 
nder the title and notion of Holy Scripture 5 
ay, in the room of Holy Scripture. This 
ve account hard indeed, that our Church © 
hould be thus. repreſented, when it hath 
been declared after the moſt publick 
| ranger, : that in the name of the E 
cri- 


9 8 


or example of life, and inſtruction of man- Art. 6. 
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'- lows the Order concerning the Pfalter, 
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And in it there is not one word of any 


indeeed that in the Rubric the Firſ 
zs ſaid to be a Leſſon ont of the Old Tf. 
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Books of the Old and New Teftament, of to 
whoſe authority there never was any donb 
in the Church. And in the ſame article ſie 


the Apocryphal Books are number'd up, ac 


and call'd the other Books z and it is profeſ- de 
ſed, that the Church doth not apply then W 


tio efbabliſh any doifrine. Now, can any Not 


one ſuppoſe after this, that this Char of 
reads theſe Books under the notion of Holz 5 
Scripture 2 Nay, is it poſſible the Church I 
ſhould be ſo inconſiſtent with it ſelf? You An 
can produce no ſentence out of all it's Neſt 


publick offices, or declarations, in which A 


the Apocrypha is called the Holy Scripture 
The Order which you cite for this,” fol- 


and is intituled, The Order how the reſt if 
Holy Scripture 15 appornted to be red, 


thing but the Old Teſtament and the New. 
The Apocrypha is not named. I grant 


ment, and yet fome of the Firſt Leſſon 
are out of the Apochrypha. But, becauſe 
this is thus expreſſed, where exact nice. 
neſs was not at all neceſſary; muſt this 
be the foundation of an Obje#ion which 

V vo 
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in which theſe Books are ſpoken of de- 
/, MW fignedly, and therefore with more ex- 
actneſs? They muſt be very ſevere in- 
N deed, and ſtrongly inclined to find fault, 
who can pals by the plain declarations 
of the Church, where it profeſſedly ſpeaks 
65 of the Apocrypha 5 and bu 11d ſuch a charge 
as this, fipon an Order where the Apo- 
„ (1924) Books are not ſo much as named; 
and upon a Rabric, in which the great-- 
eſt exactneſs of expreſſion was neither re- 
quired nor leine. 
It ſounds very hard too, when you ſay 
that theſe Books are read in the room of 
oly Seripture, and that ſome Canonical 
books are omitted, curtailed, mutilated, +. 
End the like. Theſe are phraſes that 
leave a ſtrong impreſſion upon the minds 
of the people; and you need not doubt 
df prejudicing them againſt our Service 
ith ſuch terms of accuſation as theſe. 
Hut you muſt be ſenſible this is not fair, 
and reafonable : For you know, that there 
s no obligation to read every Chapter, 
rom Gereſer to the Revelations, in the 
lick worſhip of God; You know, that 
one Chapters, which are called Canonical, 
115 IRS SEL 1 Gare 
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he deten, 


5 we ſich as may be improper, and unin- 7 
telligible ; ſuch as are of very little con- 


cern to the Chriſtian People; wholy out l 
of their reach; of little advantage, either i 
to the informing their minds in any im- 1 
portant matter, or to the raiſing their de- : 
votion ; You: know, that many of thoſe | 5 


Apocryphal Leſſons are truly of more uſe, 
and more to the edzfication of the people, B 
thamany of thoſe chapter which are omit- 
ted. And why then thould this always be 
ſpoken of, as if the people were rob d of 
the Word of Cod, and fabulous Legend. 
were impoſed upon them 5 of it 
to be the rule of their lives? 
And, as for your imagination, chat the 
people are led by this to think theſe Apo- 
cryphal Books of equal authority with the 
Canonical Scriptures; how poor an inſinu- 
ation is this | when the Church hath de- 
clared, and gives authority to all Miniſters 
to declare, that they are not. This is 
a truth you may as effectually convinc: 
the people of, in the Churth of Eugl and, 
as you can do by: ſeparating from it. 1 
mean, if they will hear Reaſon ;; and if 
they: will not, it is no matter what they 
believe, or what they disbelieve. But 
that any one f chem Was ever led 15 
IS : Ty 


„f CONFORMITY. 
the Order about reading the Leſſons, to 
think that theſe Books were of equal Au- 
thority with the Canonical Books, is what, 
I dare ſay, You cannot prove. Iam ſure, 
I never knew or heard of an inſtance. 
And till I do, I ſhall hardly think it fo 
likely to come to paſs as you repreſent it. 
But I proceed. a os 
4. Von cannot conſent to the miſtranſla- 
tion of the Pſalter : and therefore cannot 
cl conform as 3 The inſtance you 
„produce is P/al. 105. 28. And they were 
not obedient unto his word ; where the tran- 
{lation in our Bible reads, and they rebel- 
led not againſt his word. Now, Firſt, How 
can you aſſent, that they rebelled, and re- 
e belled not? I anſwer, 1. Suppoling theſe 
two propoſitions ſpeak of the ſame per- 
e. {ons (which you take for granted) I de- 
fire to know where you are required to 
aſſent that they rebelled not? to aſſent ei- 4 
ther to the truth, or to the ſe of that 'Y 


, ſentence ? Your Aſſent can extend no far 4 
1 ther than to what is appointed by the | 

1 if Common-Prayer Book in the publick ſer- 

ey vice: and I know not; that the tranſlation 

gut F the Pſalms, as it is in our Brbles, hath 

by any part in it. And, 2. Suppoſing the ab- 


jeFs of theſe two propoſitions to be diffe- 
- K rent, 
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130 The Reaſonableneſs 
rent (as indeed they are) were your 4/- 
ſent to be extended to both, it might be 
given moſt readily and ſafely. For, can- 
not I aſſent that the Egyptians rebelled, 
and that Moſes, and Aaron, rebelled not? 
But, Secondly, How can you ſubſcribe that 
there is nothing in our ſervice cortrary to 
the word of Gol! when this is? I anſwer, 

1. You here take our Engliſh Tranſlation 
of the Bible to be the word of God; which 
I think it cannot aſſume to it {elf any far- 
ther than with reſpect to the main and 
ſubſtantial parts of it. The ſame may be 
{aid of all Tranſlations. Nay, it doth net 
appear that any Copy, either of the Old, or 
New Te$tament, preſervd to us in the O- 
riginal languages in which they were writ- 
ten, hath been ſo much the care of Provi- 
dence in thoſe parts of it which are of no 
great or general concern, as that we can 
certainly ſay, This is the true reading, 
and the Copies thar differ from this in 
| theſe points, are not to be regarded. The 
great ends of Revelation may all be ſerved 
without this miraculous Providence and, 
as they may, ſo we find they have been. 
2. In many ſuch places as this, you can- 
not ſay the Hebrew. muſt neceſſarily be 
interpreted thus and no otherwiſe z when 
D | - © you 
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of CONFORMITY. 
you conſider how the moſt Learned Con- 
mentators and Interpreters have differed. 
And tho' the tranſlation of our Pfalter be 
granted, in this place, to be more con- 


formed to the Septuagint, than to the He- 


brew, as we now have it; yet, pray, from 
| what did the Septuagint tranſlate? and to 
what did they conform their tranſiation ? 
Can you certainly demonſtrate that our 
Hebrew Copy is more uncorrupted than 
- I theirs in ſuch paſſages as this? But, 3. 
1 Suppoſing you were fully perſuaded that 
che Hebrew ought to be tranſlated here, 


t And they rebelled not dere word ;, of 
x whom do you underſtand this? Of Mo- 
es and Aaron, ſay the beſt Commentatonrs, 
- W- who render it thus. The Septuagint tran- 
i- WM ſlate it, And they were not obedient unto his 
O word. Of whom do they underſtand it? 
n Of Moſes and Aaron? No, but of the E- 
5, WM gyptians. Now how, I pray, do theſe two 
in WW ſentences contradi& one another, Moſes 


and Aaron rebelled not, and, The Egyp- 


cd tiaus rebelled 2 If you but look into the H- 
d, nopſis of Commentatours, you will find that 
n. all who render it the former way, under 
n- WF ſtand it either of Moſes and Aaron; or of 
be i the ſors and prodigies: and that all who 
en 


tender it the latter way, underſtand it of 
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The Reaſonableneſs 
the Egyptians. Where then is this con- 
tradition ? To conclude this Head. The 


declaration of Aſſert and Conſent toueheth 


this Tranſiation no farther than to oblige 
you to ſe it in the publick Worſhip. And 


if a Tranſlation, tho it be faulty, may not 


be uſed in our Churches; ſhew us a Tran ſla- 

tion that is perfect; or one that hath not 
greater failings than this you have pro- 
duced. © Subſcription obligeth you to ſay 
that there is nothing in this Lyanſtatjon 
contrary to the Word of God and there are 
ſo many things required to the proving 


à Tranſlation contrary to the Word of God 


in ſuch points as this, that I may ſay, it 
is almoſt impoſſible to do it. HE 
35. Ton cannot Aſſent and Conſent to the 
At hanaſian Creed : and, therefore, cannot 


con form as Miniſters. The expreſſion you 


ſcruple is this, Which Faith except every one 
do keep whole and undefiled , without doubt 
he ſhall periſh everlaſtingly. Here you give 
me leave to ſay, that Lon eſteem this Creed 
an excellent explication of the Do@rine of 
the Trinity. By which you mean, to be | 
ſure, agreeable to the Word of God, and to 

Truth. From whencelI argue; If this expli- 


cation be true, and agreeable to the Word 


of God; then it is a good general projet 
| „ jon, 
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have not plain and certain means of com- 
ing to the knowledge of this; but only 


ſuch who have the means of coming to. 

it, and yet, through ſome fault in them 

_ ſelves, refuſe to believe it. And you your 
ſelves, I doubt not, underſtand ſuch ge- 

neral propoſitions in Scripture with this 


reſtriction. You would afſext to this pro- 


poſition, Whoſoever believeth not in Chriſt, 
Hall be condemned; and yet not look upon 


jour ſelves as ſo far call d to judge other men, 


| as to conclude all certainly damned for ever 


who did not believe in him; but ſuch as 
had means and opportunity, and yet did 
not. Make the ſame allowance for this 
propoſition which refers to an excellent ex- 
plication of what you acknowledge to be a 
great and weighty truth, recommended to 
us in Scripture; and be hot unwilling to 
find out as ſound a ſenſe for this, as you do 


for others: which if I thought you could 
not do without renouncing your candour and 


charity, I would never urge you to it. But 
though Ll cannot but wonder to find you al- 


K 3 - wal 


tion, that whoſoever doth not believe it, 
ſhall be condemned at the laſt day: which 
is only the ſame thing in other words. 
Now, when we expreſs our ſelves thus, 
. We do not mean to condemn thoſe who 
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134 The Reaſonableneſs 
_ _ ways ſo very ready to pitch upon the worſt 
interpretation of every ſentence in our Ser- 
vice; and am fully perſuaded there is no- 
thing in this but what may be ſaid with a 
good conſcience, yet, I confeſs, agree with 
you thus far, that I cannot apprehend how 
the public Service would ſuffer, were 
there no ſuch damnatory ſentence ever read 
init. Nay, I am of opinion that the Do- 
Frine of the Trinity would be better ſecu- 
red, and this very account of it better re- 
ceived, without ſuch ſentences, than with 
—_— ery. 
6. You muſt Aſſeut and Conſent to this 
Rubric, that none ſhall be admitted to 
the Holy Communion, until ſuch time as 
he be confirmed, or be ready and deſi- 
rous to be confirmed; which you cannot do; 
and ſo cannot conform as Miniſters. A 
great grievance indeed ! that all who are 
to be admitted to the Communion, ſhould 
be obliged ſolemnly, before the Biſhop, 
1 0 omn their Baptiſmal Couenant; and to 
= Have his Prayers, and the Prayers of the 
= Congregation for them! Who would have 
thought this could ever have been ſcru- 
pled by any ferious Chriftzan £ But what 
_ Exnnot weakreſs and prejudice lead men to? 
H this confirmation be not commonly _ 
| - | | gea 
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of CONFORMITY. 
ged with a becoming Gravity and ſeriouſ- 


neſs, as you inſinuate, it is the fault of the 


Biſhop who officiates; for I am ſure it may 
be managed moſt gravely and ſeriouſly, be- 
cauſe I know it hath often been ſo mana- 


ged, and with great and viſible advantage 


to many, And, what is there in it that 


a Chriſtian ought not to comply with? 


And why muſt this be called a Dioceſan 


ceremony, when an eſſential part of it is 
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the molt ſolemn profeſſion of Chriſtianity, 


to be made by the Perſons to be confirm- 
ed > Beſides, I have ſhewn before that you 


could have joined in iapoſing ſome things 


upon the people, which would have exclu- 
ded many ſcrupulous perſons from Commu- 


nion; and, therefore, this cannot be an argu- 


ment to you againſt conforming as Miniſters. 
Thus have I gone over all your reafors 


| againſtthe ſecond thing required of Miui- 


ſters in the Church of England, which you 


think unreaſonable, viz. Aſſent and Con- 


ſent, and Subſcription «and have remark» 


ed, under every Head, whatever appear- 
ed convincing to my felf; or apt to ſatisfy 


Von. I muſt proceed now to the Third, 
III. The Third thing required of Mini- 
ſters in the Church of England, whieh you 


think unreaſonable, is, To take the Oath 
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of Canonical Obedience ; and ſwear ſubje- 
Hon to their Ordinary according to the Ca- 
nons of the Church. This you cannot do, 
and, therefore cannot conform as M iniſters. 
Here I muſt obſerve to You, that you are 


guilty of two miſtakes in the very drawing 


up of this Article. 1. You here inſert theſe 


Words, according to the Canons of the 


Church : for in that form of words to which 
the Perſons to be ordained are to anſwer, 


in order to declare they will obey their 


| Ordinary and their Superiours, there is no 
mention of the Canons of this Church ʒ but 
the words are, following with a glad wind, 
and will, their 'zodly admonitions, and ſub- 
mitting jour ſelves to their godly judge- 
ments. And it is a little hard indeed that 


3 a a form of words as this cannot pleaſe 


Ho can you ſay, that this is ob- 


Aging your ſelves to an abſolute Obedience 


to them ; or, that this declaration doth not 
leave you ſo much as a judgment of diſcre- 
tion, when the words do not import any 
thing like it > when they would have been 


juſt the ſame, had there not been one Ca- 


non ſettled in this Church; and would cer- 
tainly have been very different from what 
they are, if an unreſtrained, and unlimit- 


ff obedience had been thought of by thoſe 


e 
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„% CONFORMITY. 
who put them into this Form? And, 2. 
$ You ſpeak as if no one could he Ordained 
in the Church of England, without taking 
the Oath of Canonical Obedience: which 
is not true; for this Oath is not to be 


| 137 


found in the Ordination-Office : and there- 


fore I muſtobſerve to you, that though I 
had invincible ſcruples againſt this parti- 


| cular Oath, yet, if I thought my ſelf un- 


der a neceſſity of miniſtring in ſome 


Church or other, I would rather uini- 
ſter in this Church as far as I could with- 
out taking it, than divide the Communion 
of Chriſtzans on this account. I ſay not 


this becauſe I think it in the leaſt unrea- 


charge lies; or becauſe I think your arg; 
ments againſt it unanſwerable: for I ſhall 
Inow endeavour to ſhew that it is not 


gainſt it do not prove it ſo. 


meaning, and intent of this Oath. - A per- 
ſon coming to ſettle in the Dioceſe of one 
particular Biſpop; to exerciſe his Office 
under his eye and inſpection; is obliged 


— 


ſonable to require all Miniſters to take 
this Oath (in the true ſenſe of the words). 
to the Biſbop of the Dioceſe in which their 


Sunreaſonable, and that your arguments a- 


In order to this, let us enquire freely, - | 
Wand without prejudice, into the true 


7 | 4 © 


— 
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to declare upon Oath, that he will pay 
obedience to him in theſe words, I ſwear, 
that I will yield True and Canonical Obedi- 
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ence to the Biſhop of N and his Succeſ- 


fours, in all lawful and honeſt things : which 


I think cannot be interpreted any other- 
wiſe than thus; I ſwear that I will yield 
ſuch an obedience as is due, according to 
the Laws of Chriſt's Church, from an in- 
feriour Presbyter to his Biſhop, vis. a ſin- 


_ cere, ready, and ſubmiſſive Obedience, 


in all lawful and honeſt things, i. e. provi- 
ded He enjoin nothing, but what I ap- 


prehend in my conſcience to be lamfil 


and hoxeſt. Here it is plain from the res. 


Jon of requiring this Oath, that it refers, 


and can refer to nothing but what this 


one Biſhop ſhall ſee fit to require. It is 
plain that the laſt words, 7 all lawful and 


boneſt things, refer to all the :njunGFions of 
this Biſbop; and do ſuppoſe that every 
injunction He lays upon you may pol- 


ſibly be unlamful, and diſhoneſt. If you 


ſay they do not, how do you prove it? 


T am ſure it is impoſſible, If they do, 


then they refer as well to his injunction: MM 
in Cafes which the Canous reach to, as to 

Caſes which they reach not to: and this 
being ſo, this Oath hinders not in the 


leaſt 


—— 
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7 I leaſt, but that you. may demur upon the 
„ one fort of injunctions, as well as upon the 
- WW other. And that you your ſelf are judge 
„of the lawfulzeſs and honeſty of every com- 


hand is ſo plain, that nothing can be 


r- plainer. For what can theſe laſt words 
d I ſignify unleſs you be? and if you be not, 


o I pray, who is? not the Biſbop, it is plain; 


- for the Oath ſuppoſes that every thing 
n- He commands may be nl ful. So that 


e, this appears to be the Caſe. Here is an 
Vi 


Oath of Obedience to one particular Biſhop, 


1p- as long as you remain in his Dioceſe here 
fis no reference to any thing but the in- 
2 ¶ Junctions of this particular Biſhop ; here is 
rs, no diſtinction made between his injun- 
his Cions according to the Canors, and others; 
t is but all included: and this obedience not 
ind leſt unreſtrained and looſe, (as it is in 
of ¶ other Oaths which yet you do not ſcruple) 
very but determined only to things which 
»ol- MW you your ſelves think lawful and honeſt. 
you From whence I think theſe two things 
> it? are plain. That this Oath can have no 


reference to the Cauont, or any of them, 
ion but as they are matter of this particular 
1s to Biſbop's injunctions: and that, when they 


this are the matter of any of his injunctiour, 
the You have a liberty to demur upon them 
call, ll „ | as 
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140 The Keaſonableneſs 
as well as any other of his ixjunctions, I 
any thing in this Oath notwithſtanding. 
For they are not the commands of this Bi. 
pop, till he hath commanded the obſer- I ; 
vation of them: and when he hath, {till WW 
the Oath it ſelf ſuppoſes that it is poſſible, © ,, 
every one of his commands may be unlaw- r. 
Ful. One thing more I add, and that is, I | 
that this Oath can refer to none but future iſ 1 
. 
rc 
m 


commands; becauſe it is to be taken with 
relation only to one particular perſon who 
never had any right to your obedience 
till this time. You come now under his Ve 
Juriſdiction and Government: and from MW 5 
this time he is to give you directions in Ml 
the execution of your Office, and lay in. 70 
jun@ions upon you, as occaſion requires; 0 
and upon this account only is this Om 
adminiſtred to you. And if you would N 
conſider things in their due light, you w. 
muſt acknowledge, that it is expreſſed in 
words which give as much latitude, and MO! 
as much liberty to them who take it, H/ 
the moſt conſcientious perſons upon earth 5 
could deſire: Nay, I would gladly know Nele 
in what words you would rather chuſe to MO; 
Promiſe obedience to your Biſhop 3 ani Mref 
what Form you can deviſe, that could I 
imply Abſolute Obedience leſs than - ou 


of ConFo RMITY. 
doth. | But I now come to your Ohjections 
againſt it. TO 8 


And here I do nd: fe d, has you 105 | 1 


tempt to prove that the words of the 
| WW Oath do plainly ſignifie an abſolute Obe- 
» I dience to every one of the Canons not ab- 


- Þ rogated by ſome Public AF; or that any 


„Public Aò of the Church declares, that 
e Minifters are underſtood by this Oath to 
h Wl ſwear obedience to all Canons not ſo ab- 
0 rogated: though ſomewhat like this one 
e might juſtly expect. Nor do I find that 
you judge thus of this Oath from the 


| fay the ſame of that promiſe of Obedience 
to the Ordinary required of perſons to be 


CE Ordained, in which no ſuch word is 
made uſe of. What then are the Reaſons 


word Canonical inſerted in it: for you 


uld why this Oath is not to be complied 
ou WM with ? 5 1 5 
in 1. The Firſt is this; becauſe as all 
and Obedience hath a relation to the Mandates 
, 43 {of thoſe we are to obey » ſo the Canons f 
th he Church are the ſtated. Laws of the Ec- 


cleſiaſtical Government aud therefore the 
e to {Oath of Canonical Obedience which hath a 
reference to theſe Canons, carries in it a 
Plain Obligation to comply with them, with- 
out leaving perſons at liberty which to obey, 


a — 5 n 1 8 TI" " : wards - & 
r 7 R c r * 2 2 W * , ” n Y 

bens W F r N r Fs Py C 2 OE Te ⅛˙ ˙—] TOES EINE ! 8 

* * ** N L ey. e 2 * } 5% 5 er a "4 * n 3s o is , = 2 * 
n * * r $ „* . 7 Res 0 Re: ee & WE En * * ) 3 1 > * 

< ; Fay : * 3 * 3 Wh , LS > 9 e 7 A 
1 < * * N 4 » 8 x3 2 2 OY ; N F 7 

b * — y . 2 3 k 
, * * N * 


The Reaſonableneſs - 
and which to refuſe, G. I have ſhewn | 
before that this Oath cannot poſſibly re- 
fer to the Canors, but as they become 
the injunctions of one particular Biſhop : 
and that it not only permits, but ob- 
liges all Miniſterc, in effect, to refuſe obe- 
dience to any of his injunctions, when 
they appear not to them to be lawful and 
honeſt, When I (wear obedience to one 
particular Perſon (as the Caſe is here) 
this obedience hath no relation to the in- 
junctions of any Perſons in the world ex- 
cept this one : and when I ſwear Obe- 
aience to him only in things lawful and 
honeſt, I oblige my ſelf to obedience in 
nothing but what is to me lawful and 
Honeſt. Neither the Canons of the Church, 
nor any things antecedently required have 
the leaſt relation to this Oath. * Nor is 
the queſtion here, whether the Canons be 
without fault but whether you will obey 
this particular B:/hop, in all lawful and ho- 
ooo i vp 
Let me put a Caſe now which appears 
to me to be exactly parallel; and which 
may ſerve to explain yet more fully the 
point now before us. Suppoſing you 
were now coming into this City, to add 
in ſome” Inferiour Office under the In- 
„ ſpection 
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„f CONFORMITY. 
ſpection of the Lord Mayor, (who is one 
ot the Chief Officers under his Prince, as 
the Biſhop is under Jeſus Chriſt) in the 
- execution of which Office you might 
often have occaſion to conſult him, and 
he often find occaſion to ſend his Dire- 


5 


: | aions and Ljunctions to you. Suppos- 


ing you were obliged upon your coming 
under his Juriſdiction, and within the 


e 

5 Bounds of his Government, to take this 
;- Oath, I ſwear that I will yield true and 
egal Obedience to the Lord-Mayor &c. 


„know, 1. Whether this Oath can have a 
in reference to all the Stated Laws by which 
„the Lord-Mayor is to govern, any farther 
> N than as they are the matter of his Com- 
ve {ads to you? Or, whether it can poſſi- 
is bly refer to any thing but hig particular 
be ¶ Governour's future Commands conſidering 
bey that the only Reaſon why you are called 
tz. {upon to take it is, becauſe you are now 


coming to act under his eye, and in an 
ears Inferiour Office, in which you are often 
lich to have Directions from him? 2. Whe- 


the ther a Legal Obedience to the Lord- Mayor 
yon can ſignify any thing in this Oath, but 
act ſuch a ſincere, honeſt, ſubmiſſive Obe- 
In- dience as the Laws require of an I»feriour 
xi0n „ 


Officer 


in all lawful and honeſt thing, I deſire to 
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The Reaſonableneſs 
Officer to his Superiour, under whoſe: In- 
ſpection lie is to act? conſidering that 
the word Legal is join d with Obedience, 
as the word True is, to explain what 
ſort of Obedience is expected: and as for 
the Extent of this Obedience, there are 
other words purpoſely added to reſtrain 
it to lawful, and honeſt, things only, 
3. Whether you might not, any thing in 
this Oath notwithſtanding, refuſe Obedi- 
ence to any Commands of the Lord-Mayor 
that you apprehend to be unlamful, 
without enquiring whether theſe Com- 
mand be according to the Laws of the 
Land, or no? conſidering that this Oath 
relates to nothing but the ixjunctions of 
this Governour. 4. Whether you mighͤt 
not honeſtly take this Oath, without ſo 
much as knowing what Laws the Lord- 
Mayor himſelf is oblig'd to a& by ; or 
what injuncbions, it is probable, he will 
lay upon you; only reſolving to yield 
Obedience to him, in all lawful and honeſt 
things 2 conſidering that the Occaſion of 
this Oath, and the Words of it reſtrain 
this Obedience to the Directions of this 
particular Governour ; and that it is time 
enough for you to judge of the Iamfulneſ: 
of them, when they are ſignified to you. 
„„ 5. Whe⸗ 
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do not plainly ſignifie, that you your 


ſelf are left ſole judge of the lawfulneſs 
and honeſty of the Commands, and of all as 
well as ſome of them? conſidering that 


there is no diſtin&ion either made qr im- 


plied in the Oath ; that theſe laſt words 
can ſiguifie nothing, and are but a gon- 
Jenfical Addition, if you ſuppoſe that you 
O 


Z 
blige your ſelf by this' Oath blindly to 
obey any of the Commands of your Su- 
periour without leaving your ſelf ſo much 


a a judgment of Diſcretion, whether they 
be lawful or not. e 


Now, if you apply what I have ſaid, to 


the Caſe before us; and be but as willing 


to put a true interpretation upon the 
Oath of Canonical Obedience to the Biſhop, 


as I believe you would be to put a true 


inter pretation upon ſuch an Oath to the 


Lord-Mayor, I am perſuaded not a word 
more is neceſſary. But I cannot help de- 


claring, what I conſtantly find hitherto 


to be true, that you are. more willing to 


make Nonſenſe, Abſurdity, and Contradli- 
Fon, of any of thoſe Declarations, or Sen- 
tences, upon which you found your Obje- 
Fions, than to allow them ſuch a Con- 
ſtruction as will make them appear leſs 


* rigid 


5. Whether the laſt words of the Oath - - 


| 
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rigid than your Fathers, or you, have 


repreſented them: for fear (one would 
think) that the World ſhould come at laſt 
to eſteem Miniſterial Conformity to the 
Church of England a very pardonable thing. 
If you blame me for being ſo free as to de- 
clare this, I can do nothing but appeal to 
this Chapter now before me for the proof 
of it. And I deſire you would conſider whe- 


ther you give us not a juſt occaſion of 


laying this to your charge in the Caſe now 
before us. Here is an Oath to be taken: 
and rather than it ſhould not appear 
Egregions Diſſumulation (as your words 
are) to take it, you do indeed put a ſenſe 
upon it which neither the words, nor de- 
ſign, can admit of. For, to return to your 
Objection, nothing can be plainer, than that 
an Obedience to a Governour, reſtrain d 


In expreſs terms to things lamful, can have 


no relation to any thing but things ac- 


counted by you to be lamful; yet here 


we have it affirmed, that ſuch an Obedience 
hath a relation to al the Stated Laws by 
which the Governour is to act, though 


you account them unlamful. Nothing 


can be plainer, than that this Oath ſuppo- 
ſes that all his Commands may be unlam- 
Fil, and leaves . to judge of all as well 
| as 


* 
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of ConFoRmMITY. 
as ſome ;, yet here it is affirmed, that it 
leaves you not fo much as a judgment of 


Diſcretion, as to ſome of them. Nothing 


is plainer than that the reaſon and deſign 


of this Oath reſtrains it to the Future 


Commands of one particular Biſhop z yet 
we have it maintain'd, that it ſuppoſes 
an Obligation to comply with the things an- 
tecedently required by others. Where, I be- 
ſeech you, is this ſuppoſed > What.words 
are here in this Oath that do plainly, nay, 
that can poſſibly, refer to any thing antece- 
dently required? Or, is this ſuppoſed in the 


| Reaſon of the Oath? That, I am ſure, is 


apparently againſt you. If neither in the 


Reaſon, nor the Words of it, where elſe 


can this Obligation be ſuppoſed ? For my 


part, I am convinc'd that no Arts, or Me- 


taphyſics, in the world can be ſufficient to 
make good this part of your charge. And 
indeed you ſeem to me to confute your 
own Accuſation in this place. For after 
you have acknowledged that there is in 
the Oath a Limitation of this Obedience to 
things lawful and honeſt, you grant this 
Limitation is to be extended only to Future 
Commands, From whence I argue (and 
I recommend the Argument to your 
Conſideration) that the Oath it ſelf _ n 
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be extended to nothing but Future M 


mands. For, if theſe words, all lawful and 
* honeſt things, refer to Future Commands 


only, as you ſay they do; then an Obe- 


dience promiſed in all lawful and honeſt 
things can refer to nothing but Future 
Commands. If the Limitation extend only 


to Future Commands; then'the Obedience 
promiſed with this Limitation extends 


only to Haure Commands. If there be 
any other Obedience ſworn in theſe words, 
beſides a limited one, let it be plainly ſhewn. 
If there be not, let it be acknowledged, 


that a Linttted: Obedience: can refer to 


nothing, but what the: an refers 


to. What might have been expected, if 
ſuch a Limitation had not been added; 


when, now it is added in plain words, 
the Obedience promiſed with a Limitation, | 


is made to extend to Injunttions to which 
the Limitation it felf is acknowledged not 
to extend? Nay, 


Canons already ſettled ; can you poſſibly 
invent a better Argument to, prove that 
an abſolute Obedience to every*6ne of them 


not abrogated is promiſed in it, than the 


laſt words will afford us that it is not? 


beſides all this, ſuppo- 
ſit ing this Oath to refer to Obedience to the 


the Church Repreſentative. requires cannot 


be ſuppoſed unlamful by t hoſe who profeſs = 


of CONFORMITY: 


great a. Reverence for all its lickates as ſome 
do, which is rather banter than argument: 


but we can produce the very words of the 
Oath ſuppoſing that every one of them 


may be ſerupled by you unleſs: you your 


ſelf judge them lawful and honeſt : and we 
are not now enquiring what I, or any o- 


ther private perſon, think ; but what this 
Oath ſuppoſes, or implies. 2 

Now, if the account of this Oath which 
1 have now laid down, be a true one, as. 


1 verily believe it is; it is plain that all 


your objeftions drawn from the Canons, 


let the obedience to them be never ſo 


much antecedenily required, are no more 
objections againſt the taking this Oath than 
they are againſt taking the Oath of Alle- 
giance. And, theretore, I need not trouble 


you, or my ſelf, with any thing particular 
in defence of every Canon you object a- 


gainſt; tho', I aſſure you, I could ſhew 
that you put moſt unreaſonable interpre- 
tations upon many of them; and repre- 
{ent their ſenſe very unfairly ; and argue 
unjuſtly againſt them. If I have proved 
that this Oath cannot refer to any ab 
ſolute Obedience to them, I have done 
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The Reaſonableneſ, > 


what is ſufficient to remove this Reaſor 


againſt your conforming as Miniſters. From 
what hath been ſaid it appears alſo, that 
the Caſe of a Miniſter, in this matter, is 
not the ſame with' that of a Juſtice of 
Peace, as you repreſent it to be; unleſs 


the Oath a Juſtice takes, be an Oath of 


Obedience to the Future Commands of one 


particular perſon, under whoſe inſpection 


le is to execute his Office : and unleſs the 


Obedience be limited to lawful and honeſt 
things; and a liberty left him of demur- 
ring upon the Commands of his Spe- 
riours. But ſuppoſing this Qath of a Mini- 


ſter had been expreſſed after the ſame man- 


ner with that of a Juſtice of Peace; do you 
really think that a Juſtice binds himſelf 
to execute every particular Law of the 


Land not publickly abrogated when cal- 


led to it? Do you think that a Gentleman 
might not honeſtly take upon lum that 
Office, tho he did not ſo much as know all 
the Laws He might poſſzbly be called, one 
time or other, to execute; nay, tho' there 
were Laws, not abrogated, which He was 
reſolved never to execute; provided they 
were ſuch as His Prince neither at preſent 

requires Him, nor would, in all probabi- 


tity, require Him to execute during bis 


Whole 
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of CONFORMITY. 


whole life? ſuch as were grown to be uni- 
verſally diſuſed, and that diſuſe conſtant- 


ly connived at? This would be no very 
grateful leſſon to many of your own 


Friends, or indeed to any Juſtice in the 
whole Land. But I do not believe you 


think hardly of any ſuch Gentlemen; and 


yet none of their Superiours would let 
them openly explain their meaning, and 
ſay, Theſe Laws I will execute, and theſe 


J will not. They certainly act ſincerely 


and honeſtly, in taking ſuch an Oath, if 
they ſatisfie their conſciences as to thoſe 
Laws which they themſelves may proba- 
bly, in the preſent ſtate of things, be cal- 
led and required to execute. Now, I ſay, 


| ſuppoſing this Oath of Miniſters to he par- 


allel to that of Juſtices, You are obliged 
either to ſnew that a Juſtice binds him- 
ſelf to the execution of every particular 
Law not abrogated (which you cannot 
do) or to make the ſame allowances for 


Miniſters as you can do, upon occaſion, for 
others ; and not to think harder of then 


than you uſually do of others. But, 


2. Another Capital Reaſon (as you term 
it) why this Oath is ſcrupled is, becauſe 


the Epiſcopal Government is managed by 
Chancellour's Courts, where Laymen' excom- 
L 4 municate, 
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municate, and abſolve, Gic. I need only 
mention this. For I have before ſhewn 
that there is nothing promiſed in this 


Oath but an Obedience to the Future Com- 


mands of one particular Governour, limited 
only to ſuch things as you your ſelf judge 


to be lawful : and therefore need not go 
cover all your ſad and unjuſt aggravations 
of this. Employ all your art and Rheto- 
rick to make this as foul as you would 


have it appear; Call it by what names you 
pleaſe; I ſee not how it touches the mat- 
ter before us; for, Let the Caſe be never 


ſo bad, and your repreſentation of it never 


ſo true; (which indeed it is not) this Oath 


obligetli you to no obedience but what you 
your ſelf ſnall think lawful. It binds you 
not to ad blindfold; or to overthrow the 
Paſtoral office; or to approve of ſacrilegious 


prophanefs ; or to truſt your conſciences with 
Lay-men : or to be the inſtruments of moleſi- 


ang, worrying, and ruining as Religious Per- 


ſonc as any in your Pariſhes ; but only to obey 


your Biſhop in all lawful things. Look 
over theſe paſſages again; and ſee with 
what Confcience you can thus repreſent 


either this Oath, or the promiſe of Obedi- 
exce to the Ordinary both of which can 
relate to nothing but the Future Coms: 


tand. 
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of CONFORMITY. 
ads of ſome particular Men, and are 
drawn up with {ach a limitation plainly ex- 


preſſed, as you are forced to underſtand in 


almoſt every other Oath you take. I do not 


deny that it is poſſible you may ſuffer ſome 
Inconvenience for refuſing Obedience in 


ſome caſes. But it is but poſſable; and I 
de not think you can produce any In- 


ſtances of Miniſtere who have ſuffered any 
thing conſiderable for it. But this is not 


Miniſter is liable to but what Obedience 
he obligeth himſelf to, by the Oath we 


obligeth himſelf to any blindfold acting, is 
to ſay what is directly contrary to the 
Words and Deſege of it. I ſhall only now 


face, and with it the Two Interpretations; 
that which Jon have fixed upon it; and 
that which Iapprehend to be the only one 
of which it is capable; that ſo he may the 
more eaſily judge between us. The Oath 
is this, I ſwear that Iwill yield true and 
Canonical .abedience to the Biſhop of N. in 
all lamful and honeſt things, Your Inter- 
pretation of it is this, I ſear that I will 
1 | vbey every ont of the Canons, (not pub- 
- WW iickly abrogated) as being antecedentiy 


s obliging, 


the Point, what poſſeble Inconveniences a” 


are now conſidering: and to ſay that he 


ſet down the Oath before the Reader's 
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obliging; and ſuppoſed to contain nothing v 
but what is lawful and honeſt : and alſo l 
that I will obey the future Commands of ¶ b 
this Biſhop in all lawful, and honeſt things. C 
In which you are forced to make the Oath 0 
conſiſt of two Parts, to one of which you v 
apply the laſt words; and to the other b 
tl 

01 

0 

O! 

w 


you do not: in one of which you promiſe 

a limited Obedience to the Commands of 

the Biſbop; in the other an abſolute Obe- 

dience to ſomething elſe: whereas the 
laſt words do manifeſtly reſtrain all the 

Obedience promiſed : and the Oath refers d 

to nothing but the Commands of one t! 

Perſon. The Interpretation I apprehend N u 

to be the true one, and that of which MW = 
alone it is capable, is this; I, nom coming h 
to adt under the eye and inſpection of this la 
particular Biſhop, do ſwear, that I will E 
| yield a true Obedience to Him, and ſuch « Na 
Pe-encere, ready, and ſubmiſſrve Obedience as, Ih 
| F by the Laws of the Church, is required of o 
| 

| 


4 Presbyter to his Biſhop, in all thing. b 
that, according to the beſt light I have, Ia 
can apprehend to be lawful and honeſt. il b. 
This is the Oath, and theſe are the Two m 
Interpretations; and let any one in the 
World judge, which is moſt agreeable iſ C 
to the Deſign and Words of it. _ ( 
1 | ; what 
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| of CONFORMITTx. 
what I have ſaid on this Head, give me 
leave to Conclude, that it is ſo far from 
being Egregious Diſſimul at ion to take this 
Oath with a Reſerve to demur upon the 
Commands afterwards given, let them be 
what they will; that you cannot poſſi- 
bly take this Oath in the plain ſenſe of 
the words in which it is framed, with- 
out this reſerve, unleſs you make two 
Oaths of it, and make a diſtindtion out 
of your own Heads inconſiſtent with the 
words of it. But I have done. Only I 
deſire it may be obſerved, that for all 
theſe long and tragical Exclamations 
upon this Oath to the Biſhop, and Pro- 


| miſe of Obedience to the Ordinary, we 


have only Mr. Baxter, and one of his 
laſt Books quoted; though for the other 


Heads of Accuſation many others are 


added. Not that I think that what is 
here ſaid is ever the more to be rejected 
on this Account, if it appear reaſonable; 
but yet, this is a prejudice againſt it, 


and a preſumption that the matter may 
be miſtaken, and his terrible Invective 


muapplied.” 8 2 
But you will ſay, What then? Is no 


Obedience due from a Miniſter to the 


Canons? Yes, certainly; but not by this 
. 5 8 Oath, 
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Oath, anleſs as they become the Commands 
of his B:ſep.z;nor-then, any abſolute Obe- 
dence: Not by this Oath, I ſay ; and that 
18 what we are now conſidering- But 1 
add, that whoever deſigus to officiate as 

a Miniſter. in any Church, certainly acts 
—— fairly and honeſtly; if he do not firſt 
ſatisſie his Conſcience: about the lawful- 
neſs of Obedience to ſuch Rules and Pre- an 
ſcriptions as have been laid down and an 


agreed upon by the Governours Of this N cd 
Church, for the regulating the Behaviour oi WW th 
all who miniſter; in it; and reſolve to WW be 
* obey, them. But then the Ruler and Pre- ¶ to 
ſſceriptions hie is to ſatisfie himſelf about can ¶ ol 
be only ſuch as concern his own Beha- th 
viour cr Conduct in his Office: And of ¶ dr 
theſe, only ſuch as he ſuppoſed by the Ml fo 
preſent Governonrs of the Church to be ob- up 
liged and ready to obey. For it is very I ſta 
plain; that I am concerned only in the Ml th 
| Preſent Time; and obliged to Obedience MD; 
to no Rules but thoſe to Which Obedience Mpr 
is now required ; thoſe which are 2 = 
eſteemed to be obligatory. Concerning the Han 
Canons therefore againſt which you object it. 
Cthoſe, I mean, which concern the Conduct ¶ ſui 
of Miniſters) Lask, Are they not ſuch as 


are ede 2nd repealed. wy: any ſubſe- 
quent 
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of CONFORMITY. _ 167 
quent Laws? Or, ſuch as that Obedience = 
to them at this time cannot-beperformed>2 4 
or, ſucfi as are generally diſuſed, and that - — 
Aiiſaſe not clandeſtine, but known, and con- 
nived at by all in Authority ? If they be, 
> If they concern not the preſent Miniſters; 
If for they are obliged to obey no Law, Obe- 
dience to which is not at preſent required: 
and need not trouble themſelves about 
any Canons, but what are at preſent eſteem- 
sed to be obliging. If they be not, Igrant 
i WW that they are certainly zow ſuppoſed to 
0 ll be in force; and every Miniſter ſuppoſed 
to be ready to comply with them, and 
2 I obliged: to do it. Now if you look into 
chat Catalogue of Canons you have pro- 
| duced, and ſeparate thoſe of this latter 
ſort from the others, I hope you will find 
upon the review, either that you are mi- 
ſtaken in the ſenſe you have put upon 
them; or that I have in the foregoing 
Diſcourſe propoſed what is ſufficient to 
prove it very lawful both for the Mi- 
niſters 1 pay Obedience to 9 them, | 
and for their Governours to require 
it. But, However this be, I am 
ſure it is not reaſonable, nor juſtifiable, 
for Perſons to Conform as Miniſters to 2 
Church,” in which there are Laws: laid 
ey down 


t4 of a. 
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I)!hbe Reaſonableneſs 
down for their Behaviour in their Office; 


and theſe Laws nither abrogated, nor | 
diſuſed with connivence: to Conform, | 


fay, as Mizifters to ſuch a Church, with- 
out a reſolution of obeying theſe Laws, 


For this is not open and fair; it is putting 


a Deceit upon the Governours, who, to be 
ſure, doubt not but that all who offer 
themſelves to the Miniſtry, are ſatisfied in 
their Conſciences of the lawfulneſs of 
acting according to theſe Preſcriptions, 
And, it looks not ſincere for Men firſt to 
offer themſelves to the Miniſtry in this 
Church, which 1s in effect, to profeſs that 
they are ready to conform to ſuch of the 
Canons as relate to their Behaviour, and 
are nom in force; and afterwards to att 


as they think fit without regard to theſe 


Canons: Firſt, to make a ſhew of obedi- 
ence to theſe laws; and after this to ad 
clandeſtinely till they are found out and 
cenſured; and then to think it enough 
co ſubmit to the penalty, which they 
muſt do, whether they will or no. Thi 


Law was certainly made to be obeyed; 


and the penalty was not added to intimate 
that any might take their choice whe 
ther they would conform to the law, ol 
ſubmit to that; or as if it were an indiffe- 
ROOD " - Nl 


I K's. FX 2 


= > tee OD I FP fog £5. c yo es 


V . D900] 


=, 


: E 9 = 9 . 2 U ˙ —Üʃ·: ꝛo».y-; T 8 * 
* * * rn — "Fi POS: r 28 R fe 6 ä Sos. 888 Sd, — r A * * 1 5 n P ""Y 
n r 9 e > n * 4 uf" r 25 ; 
N ä JJ ͤ no SE org) d . . ot DES OE hs B 2 2M 
2 = 9 a 3 : Sh ** A BAS = "9 A FS. WEBS 6 - y : f 
7 FS - . 9 r n pt by > HT, . That 2% 4 F ; : q N q 
5 a V N 2 . 8 * » a ages SOR : 7 NN es - oo . 5 * ;4 
8 ap r ; : . 
" . 4 N 1 


* ww N 
7 * — —— 55 . 
£ TIES: * „ 
\ \ ETD v 
* 
— Ys 


of CONFORMITY. 


rent thing to our Governours whether we 


* il choſe to obey, or to ſuffer. It was added N 
por the fake of men who have no conſci- 
. ences, not for the ſake of thoſe who have. : 
; This what ſeemed to me proper and ne- 4 
- to be ſaid on this Occaſion. 

Jo Thus have I finiſhed one part of what N 
er IM 1 undertook ; and have, with the utmoſt 4 
in ſincerity, and the greateſt regard to truth, | 


confidered thoſe Terms of Miniſterial Con- 
formity which you judge to be Unrea ſona- 
ble, and endeavoured to return ſuch an- 


{0 * o a 

his wers to the objections made in your names 
nat Nagainſt them, as appeared truly convin- 
the Ncing and ſatisfactory: which was the 
ind Firſt thing 1 propoſed. I promiſed in 
a> the Second place to ſhew that the argu- 
jeſe ments produced by Mr. Calamy in defence 


edi. Nof your ſelves are not ſufficient to juſtify 


your ſeparation, even. ſuppoſing theſe 
and ferns of Miniſterial Conformity tobe Ur. 
ugh yreaſonable; And, Thirdly, To conſider 
they Nhat is advanced by Him for the vindi- 
Te (cation of your people. What I ſball of- 
ved; fer to you under theſe Iwo Heads will be 
mate Nwholy diſtinct from what is ſaid under 


3;ffe- Neument founded upon #his. So that, for 
rent j 


the Firſt; and the arguments to be propoſ- 
led under them, of no relation to the ar- 
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this, and ſome other regt, I ſhall beg 
leave to reſerve them for anotber part ; 
whichT promiſe ſhall wait uporr you with 


permit me to leave this argument with 


Cburch of England. 
Aris degree you acknowledge, i 


have faid in the foregoing diſcourſe: 
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all convenient haſt. In the mean while, 


= 
2 The Tei of Mini re Conformity to 
the Church of England are ſuch as may ve. 
| ry lawfully be. a with z 
* Therefore, ſuppoſing it ary fot 
you to iuiſter in ſome Church or other, 
you ought to conforta as s Mimiſters to th 


the former propoſition be true. And for the 
truth of that, I can only appeal to what! 


which I, therefore, intreat you to examine, 
not with the rigour of thoſe, whoſe on! 
buſineſs it is to think the worſt of every 
thing they once diſſiked; but with ſuch 
temper of mind as becomes perſons whoſe 
duty it is moſt willingly to admit of all 
reaſonable Arguments that can be offered 


in defence of Con , to the nba 
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